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hauelien either neglected, 


as couered in the duſt, or 
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oppreſſed by the countenance and multitude of 
ſuch as commonly are ready toFondemne the - 


thing, which they will not vouchſafe to vnder- 
{tand. The feare of which cenſures hath moucd 
me to ſuppreſſc fora long time,that which I had- 
written of this queſtion. In which purpoſe I 
ſhould ſtill have continued, it the reaſons of 0- 
ther had not more preuailed with methen mine 


, owne opinion. Being therefore perſwaded of 


your graces fauourable acceprance, I haue pre- 
ſumed to offer this as a pledge. of my dutie, 
which as it was intended for the {eruice of the 


Church, ſo ro whom may it more worthily bee 
Aiilj. -; oftered 


To the moſt Reuerend 


Vch hath beene the preiu- | 
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The Epiſtle Dearatorie. 


offered then to hina,who as in place, fo in care 
and reſolution fitteth ro aduance the good” C- 
ſtate of the Church. 

In offering heereof my caſe is ſtrange and 
ſingwar,for Imuſt doit with proteſtarien,that [ 
am 'Grof titrom t thinking that the thing tor whiclt 
[ plead will or can be effected, onely the. opini- 
on which many hauc conceiued of your Graces 
wiledome ard courage,for the aduancement of 

the Churches opprelſec eſtate, doth incourage 
mec allo to thinke that by your Graces Care the 
oppreſitons of the Church may be mollificd, if 
not remuoued : that the malice of iniurious cu- 
ſtomes and |preſcriptions againſt'rhe Church 
may be.abatcd : that the vie of impropriating 
may now at Jeaft be ſtaied from proceeding to 
any turther greauance of the Church. In which 
ſeruice of the Church, as you ſhall heereatter 
leaue a memorable name to your lclte: io inthe 
meane time you ſhallſir vp rhe prayers cf ma- 
ny tor your prelcruation and continuance for 
the g00d of the Church of God,who with his 
plentitull graces blefle and direct your wayes to 
hisg! ory and thecomtfort of his Church; through 
Iclus Chriſt, 
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To th: Reader. 
bly, ard without a witneſſe, the leproſie of Gehezie ſtic- 


betl: {o faſt vnto their families, as many of our moſt anntient 
houſes, | am perſrraded, hawe beene ruinated by this meanes, 

"lg the Ch wrch 1 {411 T4 dealeth as the Arch with Dazc "IN, 
caſteth that downe wh beth they had of ther owne, If ſome of 


them delt but as Dawd with Saul, cnt off i He lap of *o Ar Far 
ment itt were well yer / world w3//, them to hawe rem} re 
for at.) but to w/e the El reve 4s the king of the chilaren bj 


Ammon 4:1 the meſſenger. { Dan id who haned of ha 
of their beards, 0 cut of ef thei, Tarments Mm the midcle ) it is 
a contempt N hics A the ff 07 -a wil my 'uffc rro ec, apc UV pun, cd. 
Now 1 doubt not but the i adul:geont pernſiy 117 of ify; s treati/e 
ſhall (o per/ wade the con{criences of all that are not alreagte 
for e/talled by {ome oreat /; nes, that tithes are the Lords 
portion, holy to himſelfe, that tis portion he hath giuen 
to his miniſters that ſerue at the Altar, /o conſequently 
that the y may not (afely detaine that from the C leroy which 
belongs unto them, Eut rather ma he reſtitareo n with al hamie 
litre, and dc re the Lord with penitent harts to receine at 
. Onr h, ads the tenth p, wt, which in a peculiar manner hol 
1s his owne portion (for by another ri62t, the catcell are Jus, 
that arc on a thouſand hils) that ſo in mercy hee may bleſſe 
unto vs.the nie narts that remaine of all our ſubſtance,thzs 
fruit rf ut ſhall brin, 7 unto thee that YEAL ae; F- and ; 'e/1 f and 
peace to the poare Cleroy.that are torne with contentwns for 
thew owne rioht, 1 wee, Ball hane muſt cauſe toremyce for thy 
good, ana be ready to rerommentd OHY jMHY! Per PAtines 19 tis 
bleſſing of thy þraye YS, AW { the / P3414 [if | } / h; 
Lambeth. Tanu, 4: 6. 
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The fare of the queſtion is ſe t downe, an the 
truth Fonformed. 


A could Jearne ) there halve beene 


fed, in the laſt xdition of Caralogre te/tium weritatis,tom, 


2, Y & This oP1110N [oh 128 Wc clif and his ſcholl: Crs | 


"received from them,as hereceiuved matters of greater im- 


portance. Tt: 15 recorded the opinion of /oby icllf by ere Lib.2.d-; 
- 1034S Walden(ifs Aj 1d AINONT t!hoſe articles of Tohn 64.3 art.:, 
Wiclif condemned by the counſell of Conſt awunce, this is FP £44 


one, Art. 18.t/utifes Schollers Hel \d the ſame: /qbn His a 
Bohemian, William T horp an Fnylithman, as appeareth 
by their examinations, recorded by mailter Fbx, The 
ſame opinion hath Leake ſince taught by Andbapriſts, 
and Trinitaries, as may be ſcene 11 2 .booke,delwnrubeſ- 
bis veri> fallt ( Þriſti. Anno Dom I5 68. Mhe Tube, 
The ſecond opinion: is, that Tithes are not due by 
Gods law,tnat1s, a determinate quantitte $ not] preſc:z- 
bed inthe word, but onely as tnefe wen fay, a reafonable 
[3 | Or 


IISDR) Oncerning Tithes ( fo farre as I 


9 three opinions: Firſt,that Tithes | 

Ji "1 '< arc meere altres,and that the M1- 
Ly niiters of the wins haue right to. 

6 GN nothing, but ſhould live in \ high. 
t poucrte. This .opiuion ſeemeth 
PS SS firft to be brought by thoſe who! 
were alles Waldenfes, vpon the abuſe c of Tithes, which 
they ſaw vnder the Church of Rome, It is recorded an 
opinion of theirs, by a writer whoſe name 15 not expreſ- 
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Tom,r,contr,y 
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CHAP, 1. 


or competent maintenance is inioyned. This is the opi- 
n1on of them of the Church of Rome, as Bellarmin de- 
clareth,the ſame 1s much recetued among our latter wri- 
ters of the reformed Churches, which onely thew of a 
cenerall approbation in this opinior, hath torcod mexna- 
ny cdl, confelle, to lay afide my pen, thinking it 
much more ſafe to erre with this approbation, then to 


\ Nriuetor the truth againlt ſuch 2 {treame of gaineſayers. 


The firſt Opt- 
mionrefurcd, + 


r.Cor:s, 


For I will not thincke that of our mien who haue labou- 
red in reformed Churches, which others 'might ſay,that 
they haue denied Tithes to be due to the Church, vpon 
a deteſtation of popery, wherein tithes were ſo much 
abuſed :.but this I thinke, that they intending greater 
points of dorine,ſuftered this to lyeleſTeregarded, and 
ina manner forgotten,as a thing not altogether ſo necel- 
fary, as thoſe other points whetein they made efpeciall 
choiſe to labour. Then the *reverend regard of their 
names,their perſons,their Jabours being remooued from 
this queſtion, we take this opinion vaſound, and of leſle 
robabilitie then the former. 

The third is,that tithes arc due to the Miniſters of the 
Church,by the expreſle word of God. This is the iudge- 
ment of the auncientfathers,trom the beginning without 
crole or contradi&tion, vnitill the ſupreame authoritic of 
the bilzop off Rome tooke them away by the meanes of 
impropriations. T his is the concluſion which we purpoſe 
heere; God willing,to confirme : Firſt we will refute the 
two foriner opinions : then open the ſtory of Tithes,and 
confirme the [point in queſtion : laſt wee will aunſwere 
obiettionsl | #1: 0h 

The firſt opinion that tithes are almes,jmplycth alſo 
thoſe ſeuerall braunches which Bellarmme tor inlirging 
controuerſies,maketh ſeucral] queſtions,or queſtionable 
errors. T hat they are not to be payed to ew]! Miniſters, 
and that all miniſters muſt reſolue to live 1n, high pouer- 
ty, as it was tearmed. This opinion 15 thus ouerthrowen 
by the words of the Apoſtle SH. ho goeth to warfare at any 
tame at his ovne coſt ? who planteth a vineyard and cateth 

Fob 


CHAP.T. | 4 Z 
not IP the fruit th-yof ? or who feedeth a flock and eateth not 
of the milke of the flocks ? The teaſon ſtands thus,if he that 
goeth to warfare may of duty chalenge his wages of the 
pcople tor whom he fighteth, or he that planteth a VInes. 
yard may of duety challenge to cate thereof, or hee who 
teedeth a flock may of duty cha!lenge to cate of the milke 
of the flock : then the Miniſter fighting for the people 
again{t their ſpiritual aduerſaries, planting a vineyard a- 
mong them, feeding a flock in feeding them, may chal- 
lenge of duly his reliefe,not beg it as almes : birt the firſt 
rac : therefore the force Out of which reaſon of the 
Apolt] ce drawen from theſe examples, it appeareth f. far - 
the:,that by the law of nature the teachers are prouided 
for, hetanll by the law of nature he who goeth|to warfare 
mult bee provided for, by them who ſerfiam! to that ſer- 
uice : by the law of nature hee who planteth a vineyard 
eateth of the fruit : by the ſame law hee who feedeth a 
flock cateth of the milke. It it bee ſaid,that almes are alſo 
to be giuen by the law of nature, for anſwers! wee mult 
obſerue this diſtinion bitwene Ymes,and that thing for 
which the Apoſtle heere pleadeth. If almes be not given 
it is a breach of charnie ! X 14 if this bee denied,of which 
the Apoftle ſpeaketh,it 1s a breach of iuſtice. For as it is 
uuuſtice to denie wages to him whom you appoint: te 
tight for you, or to debaird a man from the triut of that 
rineyard which he planteth,or to denie him the milke of 
a flock which he feedeth : ſo is'1t in hke manner iniuſtice 
to denie the Miniſter that maintenance for which the 
| Apoltle pleadet! k | 


Now f it bee 1111uſtice to denie the miniſters mainte- 


nance,then he hath aright and part m the goods of thoſe 


\ hom hee teachethv*for wſtice giucth to cuery man his 
owne,and not one Mans r1ghe to anos : Whereby ut 1$ 
aodcet that the Miniſter hath a part and r32ht 10 iheir 
goods whom he teacheth : Now to take thisisr not totake 
1lmes but to take his owne So then by this reaſon almes 
are aſluredly ouerthrowen, becauſe almes are not of duty 
and iuſtice to bee challeyg ed,as theſe things Te : there: 
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CHAP. I 


fore the Miniſters maintenance ſtandeth notby almes but 

by iuſticg4s phe! ſouldiers wages ſtand not by a!mes bur 

by in{tice;asþy juſtice not by almes a man may eate the 

fruic of a virſeyard which he pianteth,or of the mille of 

Luke 10.7. his flock. The ame is confirmed by thoſe words, The /#- 
tTun,g.S borer t5 worghy of his wares:No man ſaith,the begger 1s 
worthy of almes. Now he that ſaith, the labourer 15 wor= 

thy of his whges,ſfayth that of iwuſlice hee may challenge 

it, not beg it}as filmes; for in as much as it 1s wages it 1s 

duc by iuſtite, |but no almes are-due by tultice, for fo 

ſNoutd we take away all diflerence betweene 1uſtice and 

__ cCharitie : thepefore if almes,no wages:1f wages, no almes, 

The ſecond o>- The ſecopd opinion ſaith,not tithes, but a competent 
pigionretured maintenancy 1s due by Gods larw, and this 15 yrged to be 
moſt agrecable|to the Apoltles times, the words are one- 

ly altered, otherwiſe this 15 the ſame with the former that 

ſaith,that tithes are: meer almes;for this opmion bringeth 

m with it theſe conſequences : firſt, that tithes, as tithes, 

are almes; for he that denicth that they are to be payed 

of duty and; tuſtice, proveth them almes : ſecondly, that 

miniſters may not claime any thing out of Gods word, 

and this alſq proucth almes, For he that ſaith to his pa- 

rilhoner, tithes] cannot claim, and thetfore no certame 

thing out of the word, yet ſomewhat in conſcience you 

ſhould contribute vnto me, what doth he clſe, but leaue 

itto the chaiſe) of him to giue what he liſt 2 and what 1s 

this but almes ?/ If it be ſaid, the people may agree to giue 

a certaine'{hipend, yet this is no otherwiſe then as they 

may agree to giue almes. If any obiett that the Prince 

ot Mateſtrate may appoynt a certaine competent main- 

tenance, as this indeede 15 the common hold; I would 

haue itnoted that they who vrge this, forſake the queſti- 

on which they pretend to decide, for this opinion of a 

competent maintenance is holden as agrecableto the A- 

poltles times; but when they referre the matter to Prin- 

ces, this 15 no way agrecabletothoſe times. For it will ne- 

uer be proued thateither then, or at any other time,prin- 

ces did take order for this competcart SED cn 

tins 
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this fancy of a competent maintenaunce, wee reie&-for 
theſa reaſons : farſt, it is not written or commaunded in 
any ſcripture, therefore we haue nothing to doe with it. 
Let them who maintaine it, ſhew ſcripture for it,and we 
vecld. Secondly, it can not by any dedu&tion be drawen 
from ſcripture, therefore it may not be receiued, for thoſe 
reaſons thats brought in to prove 1f, as that the Lord 
hath ordeined that they who preach the| goſpel thould 
line of the goſpell,and ſuck like : theſe I|ſ{ay, doc ogely 
proue the ordinarie maintenaunce of the muniſtery, for 
they ſpeake of the Lords ordinance. | . 

Now the ordinary maintenance of the Miniſters,is a 
perpetuall ordinance, which cither hath alwayes beene 
ſed, or ought alwayes to be vicd inthe Church. But cer- 
taine it 1s,that this competencie 15 not the ordinary main- 
tenance. T hirdly,this competency was neuer in vie from 
the beginning of the world to this day. Now it 18 abſurd 
to ſay that it 15 the ordinary maintenance of Miniſters, 
vhich-neuer was in v(e im any age. Fourthly, it crofſeth 
the vſc ef the Apoſtles times, becauſe this competency 
15 at the ciuill mareſtrates appointment, that vſe was not, 
this mult be gotten by compulſion, thatlwas not, this is 
not almes in their opinion who maintaine it,that was.Of 
the Apoltolike times, wee ſhall confider im que place: 
110\v we reaſon thus, T hat which nener was in'|vſe at any 
time in the Church, ought notto be held the ordinary 
maintenance for Miniſters : but this competent mainte- 
nance.was neuer in vſe, For beefore the law, tithes were 
payed by the patriarks tothe prieſts: vnder the|law tithes 
were appoynted to the Leuites and Prieſts; in the A= 
poſtles times there was nothing but almes, as will ap 
peare when we ſpeake of thoſe tymes. Aﬀecrile Apalle 
les times, tithes were 1 v{c agame, this competency ne- 
uer had place inthe Church. Andeuen there wheretithes 
are taken away from the Church, and put inlay mens 
hands : yet there is no competencie eſtab]i{Ifed to ſup- 
ply that which was taken away : the Scripture commands 
at not, no Prince hath at any time ordained jt, it neuer 
B. 1. Was 
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was, and therefore as we may well thinke never will be. 
Now to make the miniſters ordinary maintenance ( for 
that 1s it we ſeckeheerc) to ſtand in fuch a thing as ne- 
ver was, ard by likelihood never will be, ſeemeth nuch 
vnreaſonable;and therfore becauſe it ſtandeth with much 
better reaſon'|to denie this opinion, then to hold all the 
ablurdities depending vpon it, following the beſt'reaſon 
we thinke it neceſlary to hold, that the ordina! y maine» 
nance of Miniſters ought not to f{tand in this vncertaine 
competency, which is onely a deuife in the braines of 
ſome men,ind never came into prattiſe in the Church. 

Againe the Miniſters maintenance mult be and 1s ge- 
nerally acknowledged a morall conſtitution, but that this 
£Ompetency 1s no moraill con{titution it appeareth, be- 
cauſe every morall duty ought alwaies to be done, and 
ſometimes hath- ben done by the god]yzbut this compe- 
tency ought not alwaics to ſtand,and will hardly be pro- 
ued to haue|ben done at any time, therefore {urely not 
moral}. Now in tithes it 1s far otherwiſe for we will ſhew, 
they ought alwaies to bee obſerued,and cuen then when 
they were nat payed,yet ſtood they alwaies the ordinary 
maintenance, Moreouer to maintaine mini(ters 1s a ſer-, 
vice of God, but all the parts of the ſeruice of God'are 
delivered 1n/the word, therefore this competency muſt 
cither be ſhewed out of Gods word,or taken for mans 
ordinance, and not Gods, Further in this competencic 
many,l take it, are deceiued,for cuery man will take vp- 


on hum to define a competent maintenance : and that 


they call. competent,which they thinke (as men deujding 
their almes) may ſufhce a nuniſter. But the (c1zptues ſpea- 
king much! of this maintenance, doe neuer tearme it a 
competency, or that which ſparing men in their ſawing 
humour may call ſuthcient; but an honourable mainte- 


' nance, and fometimes double honour. Now there would 


be found a great difference betiveen that which the ſcrips». 
tares (als an howorable mancitenance,and that whichmen 
d$i{tributing/their almes do commonly account ſufficient. 
Then this competency muſt cither be ordained of God, 

| | ; Or 
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er by man : it by Cod, it is tithes, for no other mainte- 
nance. ordained by God can be ſhewed : if by man,then_ 
it i5 not Gods ordinance; now we feeke Gods|ordinance, 
what God hath ordcined for miniſters, not what man 
appointeth, | 

If any man ſay,it may be mans ordinance,and yet al- 
lowed by God, or that God ordaineth the generall, but 
man appointeth the particular manner : we muſt intreat 
him to thew vs where God alloweth man either to make 
fuch an ordinance, or to change the parliculer which 
God hath ordained, ſecing the Lord himſelfe hath once 
ordained a maintenance,that mult ſtand, vnM it can bee 
ſhewed that God hath giuen liberty to man to change it. 

Heere it mult bee well remembred, that to maintaine 
miniſters 1s a partof the worſhip of God, for thus /acob 
did worſhip God, Gen.28.22. And thereforeit the main- 
tenance be withdrawen, God is robbed ſaith Aſa/ach.z 8. 
God is moccked (ath Pax! Ga1.5.6 >, for of Gods ordi- 
naunces ſome are cmuill and Joenot immediately touch 
the worſhip of God:ſome are Roly,which touch the wore 
ſhip of God immediately : when we ſpeake of this ordt- 
nance, it may not be conſounded with c1uill ordinances, 
for Maieltrates are Gods ordinance, but cn} : m ſuch 
civill ordinances, the particular manner thereof 1s left to 
man. But in Gods holy ordinances, ſuch I fay as belong 
to the immediate worthip of God,it is otherwile : for in 
ſich things mans inuentzons have no place, then they 
who ſay the generall ordinance 1s Gods, but|the particu- 
Hr manner thereof may be from min,do by conſequence 
hold the Miniſters maintenance to be a cwill ordinance, 
notholy,which opinion I-ſuppoſe no man of knowledge 
and learning will defend. Butif we once lequeghis op1- 
nion, and confefle diredtly that the Miniſters mainte- 
nance 15 no cimll ordinance, but holy, belonging to the 
morall immediate worſhip of God, then muſt it needes 
follow that man hath no authoritie thereinjto inuent/or 
deuiſe any particular manner, but mult take|1t as it 1s ap= 
pointed by God. Then if ic muſt be graunted,that _ 
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of theſe three is Gods ordinance,almes, this competen- 
cy, or tithes : It 1s certaine, firſt that almes in this poinr, 
and for this vſe are not ordained by God: 1t 1s no leſle 
certaine that this competencie is not Gods ordinance, be- 
cauſe God no where appointeth it, the Church neuer 
vied it : where| vpon it tolloweth that for the mainte- 
_ of the muniſtery, there is no other ordinance,then 
UtNCS, 
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How Tithes ſtood before the Law. 
O R the better ſatisfation to 


the reader, and {eruice to the 
4 truth, the labour would not 
| ſeeme vnprofitable , if wee 
drew. as it were the {tory of 
this queſtion along from the 
PPM beginning to this time, which 
ithing cannot be done exaCt- 
&} / Ally, becauſe this matter 1s not 
E=— remembred exattly by the 
auncients, and wee muſbnot ſo much ſtand vpon narra- 
tion,as vpon diſputation : but out of ſuch remembrances 
as I could light on, I thought good to obſerue how men 
of all ages have thought of thus point, that when it ap- 
peareth that the 6pinions which I reiect are altogether 
new, and without any teſtimonie or thew'of antiquitie, 
men may-be jntreated-more indifferently. to think of the 
matter, at leaſt I may ſeemenot vnworthue of pardon,if 
] erre 1n this point, when it. ſhall be ſecne that I follow 
not onely the [reaſons which fecmne beſt,but all antiquity, 
none coinradifung til} of late yeeres, For orders ſake we 
wil hr{t confider how this ſtood before the law,then how 
vader the Law, afterward how m the Apoltles times, 
and ſomeyhat after, Lalt of all, how 1a the _tzme of the 


tatiiers, 
Before 
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Before the law was given, we finde tithes vſed by the, 

 Godly,as a part of Gods feruice. Firſt, we will ſhew that” 
" by thelaw of nature,euery man was bound to gjue ſome- 
thing to God, of thoſe temporall bleſſings which God 
gjueth, then it ſhall appeare that this (fomewhat).was 
tur ned into tithes. 


Gen. 4.. It is thus written, {aw broughtan oblation tO Gen, 4.3. 


the Lord,of the fruit of the ground; Abel alſo brought: 
of the fir{tlings of his ſheepe, and of the fat of them,and 
the Lord had reſpe&t to eAbel,and his offering, but vnto 
( ain & to his oftring he had no regard. It is expreſly no- 
ted in the text, that bel offered the beſt of his {flock,ae 


primngents, C- pingrmſſims, the {1r(t, faireſt, and atteſt, | 


which ſhewed the ſinceritie of his heart.In Cainno fuch 
thing is noted, but the contrary vnderſtood, [whether 
Cain did offer theitenth of the profit of his grotind, and 
«bel the tenth of his ſheepe, that queſtzon 1 moue not. 
heere,therc is nothing expreſly eyther for 1t,or againſt it: 


but out of theſe words this ] obſerue. Eirſt, that to offer 


to God of ſuch goods as God doth blefle men, withall, 

was from the beginning accounted a part of the ſeruice 
of God, for {mand Abel both offered, knowing it was 
looked for at their hands. Secondly, it is hence manife( 
that they who offer their goods to God, may not offer 
theworlt, and ſerue God like S. eAntony his Pig, with 


that which they make leaſt account of : but they who 


ſe: ue not God with the beſt of their goods,are found to. 
be tollowers of { am. | 
FT hirdly,it appearcth alſo,that if there werenot, neither 
cuer had beene any miniſteric ordained,yet notwithſtan- | 
ding men thould have ſtood bound to offer of 'the beſt 
.of their goods to God, for this offering ſeemeth to haue 
beene, betore a mimiltery was eſtabliſhed, If any ſhall 
contend hcerein, that theſe oftfe: 11gs were not tithes, I 


{triwe not, though with taire probabilitic I might; Lat 2, 


thus much appeareth : that by the law of nature preſents 


ly after the creation, men di d thinke jn conſcience thems : 


{clues bound'to give the beſt of their goods to God, as 
C know- 


4 
5 
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knowing that this was the will of God. It is likewiſe to 


be noted that God who from the beginning,as heere we 
ſce, hath a right in every mans goods, may diſpoſe his 


 owue right as it beſt pleaſeth him : but in difpoling this 


his right to his miniſters, hee diſpoſeth and gweth it by 
the name of tithes. And this 1s that right which we ſecke 
out,not what man beſtoweth,but what God giueth to his 
Church outof his owneright, which right of theLord in 
eucry mans goods,is declared heere in the beginning, and 
the ſame right of the Lord in cucry mans goods remai- 
neth vato the cnd of the world. | 
T his r1ghe which the Lord hath in every. mans goods, 
himſelfe nameth tithes, and who knowethyt better then 
hes When a man would offer this right to God, who 
knoweth how to offer him his owne?who knoweth how 
to keepe ſuch a rule in this ation, as to aſſure himſelfe 
that the thing which he offereth is the Lords part,as be- 
ing neither moretlorleſle then that which God hath ma- 
niteſted to be his owne part. It followeth' therefore that 
in offering to God this right, men mult cither offer tithes 
or elſe what themſclues lift, not what God preſcribeth. 
Now theſe offerings whatſocuer they were,were offercd 
as tithes, and whoſocuer offered in this ſort afterward,of- 
fered tithes, becauſe God had manife\ted that the right 
which fromthe beginning he hath in eucry mans goods, 
4s tithes. And therefore as ſoone as ut can bec ſhewed 
that ther was a Prieſt,then will it alſo appearc that tithes 
awere payed vnto the Prieſt of the Lord. : 
Now1n the 14. of Gem. there is expreſfſc mention of 
the Prieſt! of the moſt high God, and withall cxpreſle 


mention of tithes payed vato him : the words arc theſe, 


eAnd Melchiſedech king of Salem brought foorth bread 
and wine, and hee was a Prieſt of the moſt high God,and hee 


* bleſſed Abrabam &c. And Abraham gaue him tithes of all. 


Azz vnto theſe words that which the Apoſtle obſcrueth 
Heb.. where he proucth two things: farſt the greatneſle 
of Chriſts prieſthood aboue the Leuiticall; this hee pro- 
ueth becauſe elchyedech did blelle Abraharn,for with- 


out 


CHAP.IL. 6 
out all doubt the leſle is bleſſed of the-greater: Then he Vearſe.7, 
proueth not oncly the greatneſſe,but the perpetuall and 
vnchaungeable eſtate of Chrifts prieſthood, wherein it 
differcd alſo from the-prieſthood of Lewy. This hepro- 
ueth in Melchi/edech,and by him:in Chrilt, becauſe Lewy 
in eAbraham,payed tithes to Chriſt in delchiſedech,tor 
(faith the Apoſtle ) heere men that dre receiue tuhes, but Verſe... 
there hee recerueth them of whom it ss witneſſed that bee 
Axerh, Out of thefe words wee draw theſe obſeruations. 

Firſt, that vnder the law of nature, tithes were to bee 
payed to the prieſt of the moſt high God, for theſe. 
things are expreſty delivered that elchifſedeeh was: 
prieſt of the moſt high God,& that Abraham gaue him © »- 
tnhes of all. Secondly, that this praGtiſe of the patriarks 
'is commended by the Apoſtle in the new Teſtament, * 
which ſheweth that 1s no.wil-worſhip deuiſed by them, 
but warranted from God, therefore we conclude, it was 
vndoubted!y ordained by God, albeit the ume and firſt 
in(ttuton hereof be not exaRly declared, yet that it was 
ordained of God it appeareth aſwell by that which we 
haue ſaid, becauſethat right which from the beginning 
God hath in every mans goods, isdeclared by the pra- 
&iſc of the patriarks to be tithes : as alſo becauſe Leuit. 27 
it 15 faid, tithes are the Lords, holy to the Lord, which 
words are not Leuiticall or ceremoniall,as hereatter ſhall 
appeare, but declare, that tithes were the Lords alwaies, . 
and that the Lord even: from the beginning hath thus 
declared what part he hathin euery mans goods. And 
vpon this ground and reaſon-the patriarks payed tithes 
before the law. Thirdly, we note that ordjnar!'y the. 
prieſthood (before the Jaw ginen)was annexedto the el-. 
teſt of the houſe, the firſt borne, as here to Aelchiſedech, 
which is thought to be Sem,the eldeſt ſonne of Noah, as 
Lyra noteth, and the yeares agree : For Sem being an - 
hundred yeares old,begat Arphaxad,two yeares after the. 
floud, and lived atter that, 500, yeares. Ge». 11. 11. the- 
end of which 500. yeares, falleth in the 50, yeare of 
1/aas his age, ten yeares before the birth of Jaceb and : 
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Efar. The Lord afterward togke the Leutes to his ſer- 
vice,in place of the firſt borne. Na. 8. 16. this ordina- 
ry courſe was ſometimes broken, and the birth right 
went from the eldeſt to another, yet thus much was al- 
wayes without chaunge, the Prie{thood did tollow-the 
birth right,and tithes the prieſthood. 

Fourthly, Leay payeth tithes 1n Abraham, whereby it 
appcareth that to pay tithes is not a ceremonie, for if it 
were, then ſhould not Lewy be noted heete for paying 
tithes,that thing cannot be a Leuiticall ceremonie, which 
3s contrary to the Leuiticall ordinances : but that Lexy 
ſhould pay tithes 15 contrary to the Leuitical ordinances, 
which ordaine that tithes ſhould be paycd to Lewy.Now 
becauſe it is againſt the ceremonies of the law, that Lexy 
ſhould pay tithes, therefore when Lexy payeth tithes, he 
payeth them not as a ceremony of the law. 

Fiftly,we obſerue that before the law tithes were pai-+ 
ed to Chriſt, ſo ſaith the Apolile, Heb.7. 8. Heere men 
that aie receine tithes,but there he recetneth them, of whom 
it zs witneſſed that he lined. In which words the Apoltle 
proueth, that in CAelchiſedech Chrilt receiued tithes. 
Now if tithes were payed to Chriſt before the Law,what 
reaſon may be brought why they ſhould not likewiſe be 
payed vnto Chriſt after the Jaw ceaſed. Againe, tithes 
payed to Melchiſedech are here brought by the Apoltle, 
as a reaſon to proue the perpetuitie of Chrilts prieſt- 
hood, therefore tithes muſt be payed as longas Chrilts 
prieſthood ſtandeth. 

Let the r-aſon of the Apoſtle be conſidered : mer that 
die receine itthes heere, the Leuiticall tithes are but for a 
time, but when Zery hiniſelfe payeth tithes(as betore the 
law it was, and after the law it mult be) then are they 
giuen to him of whom itis witneſſed that he liveth. Then 
trom theſe words of the Apollle there is a diftercrice 
obſcrued, betweene tithes as payed to Lewy, and as to 
Chriſt: as to Lexy they ſtood for Lexy his time, but tithes 
dic not with| Lexy : for they are {bl to be payed to hun 
of whom it 1s witneſled that he liucth, 

Sixtly, 
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_ Sixtly,hencewe-vnderſtand the manner and'reaſon of 

paying tithes t6 Lexy,for tithes are the Lords,as a Tight 
m enery mans goods from the beginning to the end of 
the world. All tithes-are the Lords, holy to! the Lord, 
Lewit.2 7.50. he gaue them for a time to Zexy,ſo long as 
Lewy ſhould ſcrue the tabernacle and no longer, when 
Leny ceaſed ro minilter at the Alter then tithes .cealed to 
be due to Lewy, but tithes then ceaſed not to be the Lords, 
for as they were his before the law,ſfo they ſtand his for 
everzbecauſe the Lord can neuer looſe that right which 
at the beginning he had in the goods of euery man. 
 Seaventhly, whereas a queſtion may be moued,whe- 
ther the tithes which e{braham 15 ſaid heere! to pay to 
Melchiſedech, were tithes of the ſpoiles(as ſome thinke 
they were) or of his owne goods : I thinke the opinion 
and reaſon of the molt wd1icious interpretor is heere to 
be followed,that A5ravam payed tithes,not of the [poiles, 
but of his owne goods, becauſe efbrabam would not 
practiſe his liberalitic of other mens goods, but of his 
owne. And in the text it 1s fajd, that Abraham had lift vp 
his hand to the moſt high God polleſlor of heaten and 
carth, that hee would not take ſo much as a thread. or a 
ſhoe latchiet of that which was taken, which he yeelded to 
the kingot Sodom, prouiding onely to Arer,|E/cel, and 
Atamre their portions, Itis then more then probable that 
he payed no tithes of the ſpoiles, ſeeing he would not ac- 
count any part thereof his owne. 

E1zhtly, if Abraham payed tithes to Melchiſedech of 
his owne goods,the queltion may be moued,whether he 
paycd them ycerely or no.? To which que{tion in dire&t 
words we haue ng aunſwere,and therefore wee may bee 
content to be ignoratit where the ſcripture teacheth not, 
but in probabilitic it ſeemeth hee payed yeerely, becauſe 
they were yeerely payed vnder the lawsfor tithes were 
not firſt inſtituted to be payed vnder thelaw, bit before, 
and the ſame reafoq nas belle awhich was vnder the law, 
for the prieſt, to whom ( as Lyra ſpeaking from theſe 
ſcriptures, {auth tithes were duc betore the law) was no 
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Jeſſe yeerely to bee honovred then afterward; and they 
who lued before. the law had as much reaſon to ſhew 
their gratitude and obedience to God,as after ward, Net- 
ther could the diſtance of plate be.any hinderance 1n this 
matter, for efbraham dwelt aft Hebron ouer againſt So- 
dom,and Aetrhiſedech at Salem,wwhich in the mdgenient 
. of Jojephus 15 -Hieruſalem,both in the. tribe of 1rda, not 
far a ſunder. | 
Ninthly, whereas againſt this, it may- be obiefted out 
of the words of the Apoſtle, Heb.7,4.that Abraham gaue 
to fMelchiſedtch tithes of the ſpoyles, for anſwere we 
muſt call that tranſlation in ſome queſtion whichtran{- 
lateth »z#g411s ſpoyles, ſome learned men of late tranſ- 
late it (o, but it was not ſo vnderitood in former times. 
lerom, tranſlateth it, de precipmes, If 1t might be plainely 
ſhewed,that the word mn. the vie of good authors is taken 
tor ſpoyles,then we might make lefle queſtion heerc. In 
, the meane tire. we may doubt. It is commonly taken of 
| the autors of the Greeke tongue for promuree, and ſome- 
times pro primitys manubiarum, but ſ1mply tor ſpoyles, . 
not that we know,the Serixc tranflation taking the word 
in his vſuall ſenſe, hath thus : To whom the patriarch 
Abraham gaue tithes and firſt frunts. Jfidorus ſaith, Abra- 
ham decim:as (ubſtantie peſt beneaittionem deat Helchie 
fedech,ſicut ſugerdotibus benedicentibus fiti poprlus ſecundnn. 
legem decimay dabat. Lyra {.ath, Abraham dedi: decimas 
z/s HMelchiſegech cut debebantuy tanquamſacerdot. 
Tenthly, admit (laſt of all) that A&raham gane tithes 
of the ſpoyles(which thing we cannot yeald without bet- 
ter proofes then we haue yet ſcene) this 15 ſo far from 
crolsing the right of tithes, that rather it confirmeth all 
more fully, for if e Abraham gaue tithes of the ſpoyles, 
much more then of his owne goods, the whole courſe of 
the Apoſtle his ſpeach proueth no lefle, for how can a- 
ny mans conceit be ſatisfied with the tithes of -the ſpoyles 
.onely, conſidering the Apoſtle ſpeaketh ſu much of A 
braham his paying tithes, imſſting ſo long in it, drawing 
an argument of ſuch weight from jt.; he whoſe kindred 
Fa Is 
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wver.6.heere men that die recerne tthes but ther he receierh 
them of whom Cc.ver 8. Leauy al/o which recemaeth tither, 
payed tithes in Abraham, ver. g. It tnere were no other 


tithes giuen by «Abraham to Melchr/edech,but of thoſe 


ſpoyleSonely,why 13 this compared with Liuiticall tithes, 
which were payed yecrely 2 would the Apoſtle vſe this' 
manner of ſpeech of one ouely ation, vnleſle 1t ſhew- 
ed the common vſe and practiſe how tithes were then 


paycd to the prieſt, as by common vſe and practiſe they. * 


were dttcrward payed to the Lenitcs. By this then it ap-! 
peareth out of the [tory of Afelchi/eaech that tithes were, 
and are to be payed to Chrilt alwayes, ſwell after as be- 


fore the law, | p 


Let vs conlider the next teſt mony we ftinde in ſtorie 
before the lar : the next15 Gen. 28. where [arob voweth 
to pay tithes of all that God will giuchim, the wordes. 


are theſe: Then Iacob vowed a vow,(aning, If Gd will keepe Gen.23.26. 
me #n this wurney which I goe, and will owe mee bread to 


eate,and wothes to put on, ſo that 1 come againe to my fathers 
houſe in ſafety,then ſhall the Lord be my God. Apd this tone 
which 1 hawe fet vp 4s 4 puller ſhall be Gods houſe : and of all 
that which thou ſhalt gine me, [ will giue the tenth to thee. 
Outof theſe words 1t appeareth that it was the generall 
opinion of the godly before the law giuen, that tithes 
ought robe g1uen to God,for otherwiſe /acob did offend, 
vnleſle he knew that this thing pleafed God,as being ap- 
pointed by him. | | | 

But becauſe Avnlen/;s out of this place would proue 
tithes not to belong to the law of nature, that matter 
would be examined : his reaſon 1s, becauſe [acob vowed 
tithes; now a vow,faith hee,is not of thoſe things which 
belong to the law of nature,But Abzlen/;s himiclfe per- 
cenung that this propoſition ts not true generally,frameth 
an obic&ion againſt himſelfe,that by remeuing the obs 
ietion he might the better ſettle'that which he taketh to 


| be theeruth : his obieQion is, that a man may vow that 
- which belongeth to the law of nature; as not to commit 


adul oy, 


wy 


is not counted among them,recetued tithes of Abraham, 


2I, 


22, 


To.r,Con.s, 
hb.r,ca.25, 
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adultry,which obie&ion he ad(wereth thus : a man may 

not vow ſuch things with condition, but abſolutely. Now 

{ith he, [acob v bived tithes with conditon,therefore they _ 

are not ſuch things as are contained in thtYaw of nature. 

Bellarmins words are much more peremptone : :72p111m5 

friſſet vouere decmas,ſi abſolute ai t cbligatins eaffelneres 

Thcfe words mdeed being examined by the popith dec- 

trine of vowes, may land as a gJos fit enough tor acor- 

rupt text,but being axamincd by the truth of God they 

ſhall finde no place to fland 1n, Firſt, where eAbulenſi 
faith, a man may not vow a thing belonging to the law 

of nature conditionally, it appeareth to be falſe, becauſe 

as himſclfe yee}deth, a man may vow not to commit a- 

dultery, ſo he [mult yeeld that a man may hkewiſe vow 

to honour his parents, if God will rolong their lives, 

this is conditionall and no lefle lawtull then the other, 

and he that maketh it, can keepe it onely conditionally, 

fo long as God will fiffer his parents to live ifthey dy c, 

he 15 freed from the poſhbilitie of performing o his vow: 

fo he that voweth tithes, can vow them no other w ay,but 

conditionally, if God will bleſſe him with goods, as /.:- 

cob goth,for it he haue nothing, he is freed from the poſ- 

fibilitie of performing his vow. Other obieQions of A- 

bulenſ;s ſhall be anſwered in their place. | 

Though the obicCtion be anſweared, yet ſomewhat | 

may hap pely (l;ck in the minde of the reader ,andwe ay 

feeking a truth, would caſt all obieRtions without Fauou- 

ring, for 1 protelt, I have fo captiued my fences to the 

truth, that againſt the knowen truth ] dare not ſtrie, 

therefore I will freely open what I can, T o that obieQti= 
on, that no morall thing may be vowed, becauſe we are 

bound without! a vow to  performe fuch thi "gs : this anf- 

weremay ſtand; that albeit we be bound without a vow to 

fuch things, yet it 15 lawfull to vow them, that we m: ay 

be Rirredi vp with more exatt care and ovale to ſuch du- 

ties, as not onely God hath bound vs, but we alſo binde 

our ſelues. Now that it 15 lawfull to binde our ſelues to 


thole dutics, whereto God bindeth vs, it appeareth by 
the 
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CHAP. 1T. p 
the commended pradtiſe of the godly at a!l times. The 


pcople were bound to ſerue the 
ao leſle then at other times, yet they made a couenant 
and (ware to ſerue the Lord, 2.Chron, 15412414 Dauid 
was bound without an oath or vow,to keepe the righte- 
ous iudgtments of the Lord, yet he bound huniſclte by 
ati oath : 7 haue ſworne and will performe it, 10| keepe thy 


riohteo:zs imdgements. Pſal, 119.106. And whereas Da- | 


1d ſpeaketh ſo often of paying his vowes vnto the Lord, 
the thing vowed and to be payed is morall. 7/al 50.14. 
Offer to God praiſe,and pay thy vowes to the moſt high. Pal. 
56.12.7 hy vowes are vpon mee,O God,l will renger praiſe 
to thee, for thou haſt delinered my ſoul from death, ec. And 
albeit things ceremoniall might be vowed vnder the law, 


yet no otherwiſe but as they drew to ſome morall duetic.. | 


And therefore when the people in vowing things cere- 
moniall did ſo ſtick in the ceremonie, that they looked 


no farther, then are ſuch vowes reproued, and they are 


taught,that the vowes which pleaſe God,are obedience, 
a contrite heart, and ſuch like, T his which I haue ſaid 
will anſwere another obicRion. If tithes were alwaies 
the Lordes,wee cannot vow them, for a yow mult bee 
of a thing that is ours. /aceb then vowing tithes, ſheweth 
that they were not alwaics the Lords, the an{were 1s 


plaine out of that which hath bene ſaid. It is lawfullto 


vow vnto the Lord that which is not ours, but his. For 
what thing is more the Lords,and leſle ours,then our o-- 
bedience, yet we vow it, binding our ſelves by anew pro- 
muſe to that whereunto the Lord hath bound vs by du- 
tie. Andtherfore as Damid did vow to pertorme that obe- 


dience to God, which othetwile he was bound to doe 


without a vow : ſo /acob doth heere vow to pay tithes, 


though thes 'be the Lords right, when this obedicnce 
commeth trom a wiling winde, # i acceptable: now a | 


yow ſeructh to ſheiy a refolued and willing minde. Ha- 
ving done with the obic&ions againit this place, let vs: 
gather hence ſuch obſervations as may cenfirme our 


purpolc. | 
D.. nd. 
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CHAP.II. 


Firſt, it 1s evident hence, that /acob did not account 
| ithes any partof the iudicials, becauſe no part of the 1u- 
| dicials rwere to be offered in a vow to the Lord,but cy- 
| ther things morall were vowed, or ceremoniall as they 
| lead men to morall obedience. The reaſon is, vowes were 
a part of Gods ſeruice, and iudicials belonged not to the 
 ſcrnice of God, but were of things common,and for the 
| ciuill government of men. 
Secondly,it muſt be conſidered that the thing where- 
in 1zcobs vow {tandeth principally,is in theſe words,th:s 
| flone which I bane ſet wp' as a pillar, ſhall be Gods houſe, 
Some interpretours take this to be the place where Abra- 
han offered 1/aac. Lyra faith, that all interpretours take 
it generally for that place where Jeruſalem ſtood after- 
| ward. 7acob ſaying it ſhould be the houſe of God, fignift- * 
| ethit ſhould be as a temple where God ſhould be wor. 
ſhipped, now vato the houſe of God he ioyncth tithes, 
Thirdly,if therefore the queſtion be mooued, in what 
ſort theſe tithes were payed which are heere vowed, whe- 
| ther as things giuenimmcdiately to God,as were ſacrifi- 
ces, or vowed| to God, that is to the prieſt of the moſt 
high God 2? Iwould gladly learne of other in ſuch que= 
ſons, but in the meane time, vntill I can learne a better 
anſwere, I thinke it beſt to vnderſtand the manner of /a- 
eobs paying tithes, by the practiſe of his grandfather «A, 
braham,who payed them to the prieſt of the moſt high 
- God. And therefore /acob after that example vowing to 
pay —_— may beſt be vndetſtood to pay them to the 
rieſt. | 
: Thus far hauing ſpoken of the time before the law;ſo 
far foorth as ſcipture ſpeaketh of tithes : before we come 
to the time vnder the law, let vs conſider how heathen 
men, having notthe knowledgeof the law of God, but 
onely direfted| by a glumps of the light of nature, did 
wdge that tithes were to be payed to ſuch gods as they 
worſhipped,wherein howſocuer they were corrupt, yet 
in that corruption may be ſcene ſome ſparks of the light 
of nature befor the law. Iwillnot bring all, but __—_ 
o 


' their goods, which prattiſe he faith remained in Rome till 


Eo LI) 


C H AP. IT. | 10 
of many teſtimonies will ſhew a fevv,wherby a man my 
dge of the reſt, and vnderſtand hoy this queſtion hath | 
beene concemed even among the heathen, | 

Cyrus king of Perſia when he had ouercome|the Ly- Herodor,Clio, 
diays,offered the tithes of all to /upiter. Among the Ro- 
mans the cultome was ancient of offering tithes to their 
gods. Camillzs yorwed tithes to the goddeſle called Iſater Plutarc,Camil, 
Aatuta,in caſe hee ſhould overcome the Veraxy. After 
the viftory in lewof thetenth a cup of Gold was ſent to 
Delphi,werghing eight ralents,as Plutarch witneſſceth in 
the ſame place. It is reported of Laces that hee grevy Plut.Lucullo. 
rich becaule he obſerucd the vie of paymg tithes |to Here 
cules, For that this was an ancient cuſtome among the 
Romanes, Macrobie proucth out of Yarro,who' writeth Lib.Saturn.z. 
that it was the common cnſtome among the anucicnts, ©? 42» 
vonere decimam. Hereuli, Diodorns Siculizs opening the Biblith.lib.g. 
rcaſon of that cuſtome ſaith, that when Hercules was 2P>+ 
friendly entertained by Poritizes & Pinarins,he promiſed 
a happiclife to ſuch as ſhould offer him the tithes of all ; 


his time,mmlts enim Romanorum non ols medio cus ſenſu, 7 © ) = 

ſed qui ditiſiims ſunt habiti,decimas Hereuls vonernnt.poſt= © © 57 / id 

eag; fortunatio res fatti bona ſnd ad quatuor talentonum mils - 

lia Herents ſacrarwnt, Inwhich place hee reporteth the 

ſame of Lucallus, which after him Plutarch oblerued. | 

Xenophon witneſleth that others vſed to pay tithes to A- NAP. 3» 

polo, Neither was this thing obſerued onely among the 

ciuill nations,'but eucn (o far us+the ſence of manhoode 

reached it was ſpread alſo among the barbarous|people. 

Plinte writing of the Sabeans ande Ethiopians, faith that Hift.nar,tib rx, 

in the ſpices, whicli thoſe countries yeeld abundantly,the cap,24.%k 2g, 

marchants may not meddle with any; before the Prieſts 

haue }aid out the tenth to.thexr gods. And (which one 

gencrall teſtimony may ſtand in place of many particu- 

lars) Feſtus ſaith: Dectma quague veteres dys [mw offercbant, 

Which vſe bemg ſo generall among all nattons,doth ſhew, 

that euen from Noah tt was difperſed among all|peopley 

thouzh much corrupt in them,yet bearing n it (elfe eut- 
D.1z. _ |. dent 
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dent fignes that it came from the incorrupt light of na- 
ture before the law giuen, For what other reaſon can be 

ven why ſuch an apparant reſemblance of Gods truth, 
ſhould bee kept and diſperſed ſofar among all nations ? 
And hcereupon, I take it Franciy/cus Inns departing 
from the iudgement of other learned men whom other- 
wiſe he reuercnceth,vyas moued to ſay thus much,decrme 
ire omen poſt hominum memoriam deo fuerunt ſacre. What 
| bs that, 6wre ozvn4? but aſwell vvritten in the conſciences 

of naturall men,fortified by priuiledges of princes,as ex= 
| prefſlelydcclared in the wordof God. Thus hauin decla- 
red {o far as wee can learne, how tithes ſtood betere the 
Lay, let vs conſider che fame in the tune of the law. 


| LPs 
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How tithes ſtood under the Law. Where it is prov 
ued that then this conſtitution of Tithes was 
* wither ceremsniall nor indiciall, but morall. 


His being firſt out of controver- 
q lic, that during all thattime be- 
tween the law fuſt giuen,and laſt 
abrogated,tithes were to be pay- 
JS IH ed tothe Leuits by the commane 

© } dement of God : the fuſt queſtj- 


S479 on may bee, whether tithes had 


) their firſt inſtitution and begin- 

ning mm the law. Wee aunſwere 
ſhortly,tithes were not firſt wſtituted in the lavv,but long 
before, euen from the beginning. What then was inſt1- 
tuted in the lavy 2 all that wvhich concerning tithes was 
inſtituted un the law, was that tithes ſhould bee alsig- 
ned to the Leuites ſo long as they ſerucd the Taberna- 
cle: this will appeare if wee conſider the firlt and moſt 
principall places,wherin tithes are mentioned in the Jaw. 


T he farſt is Zemit.27, thewords arc theſe. All rithes of the Leuit2 7.30; 


land both of the ſeetle of the ground, and of the fr mit of the 
trees is the Lords : it ts holy unto the Lord. E wery tithe o 

bullocke and ſheepe, c. This is the firlt place that ſpeak- 
eth of tithes : in which words there is neither inſtitution 
nor aſsignation, but a ſimple declaration of the Lords 


right. Awe hecreunto the next place, Beho/d 7 haxe _ Num.18.21, 


f- <4 < Fa, 


wen the children of Ley all the tenth of 1ſracll for an wn 
ritauce,for their ſeruice which they ſerne in the T abernacle 
| Dat. of 


SA AOS, 


Ay > 7, pap 


wee: eee. x RAE RG. an 


a ee a ee ER, I VEN 


D. LE, gs. 1x 


CHAP. III. 


of the (ongrevation, Theſe two places are firſt in order, 
and principail vnto which wee muſt refer all that which 
in the law 15 ſpoken of tithes : the firſt teſtimonie decla- 
'reth the Lords right, the ſecond ſheweth that out of his 
owne right the Lord afsi2neth them to Lewy, 1 han- gizrm 
them to the children of Leuy. It containeth the end, and 
condition of the af5jgnation,for the Lord aſs!gneth tithes 
to Lexy,onely for the time of their ſeruice at the Taber- 
nacle,for their ſermite which they /erne,&e. 
By this we may diſtingviſh what is leuiticall,and whar 
15 perpetuallin tithes. This propoſition, all tithes are the 
Lords, 1s no way leviticall, but containeth a perpetuall 
truth, That which is leuiticall in this point, ſtandeth in 
two things, which we may call the leuuicall aſsignation, 
and the leuiticall inſtitution of tithes; for theſe wordes, / 
ginc all tuhes to the Lenites, for the ſernice which they ſerue 
at the Tabernacle, doe containe the aſl ignation of tithes, 
for all tithes being the Lords,he doth heere aſl igne them 
ouer to the Leuites for a time, during the ſervice of the 
Tabernacte. This afl iygnation we grarnt to bee leunicall, 
and to indure onely ſo long as Lexy ſhall ſeruc at the ta- 
bernacle,that feruice once ended, tithes ſhall no mare be 
Lewy his right, but/tithesſhall be the Lords. 
| The Levnicall ioſtitution. of tithes, 15 contayned in 
the commandements of paying tithes to jm where 
it 1s faid, thou ſnalt bring thy tithes to the Leuites, the 
Levite thou ſhalt not forfake &c. Where we ſee the com= 
mandement for paying tithes to Lexy preſippoſeth the 
Leuiticall aſ6ignation, the aſsignation preſuppoſeth the 
perpetual] rioht of tithes to belong to the Lord, It theſe 
| prope were graunted,the queſtion were at-an end, but 
>ecauſe there will be queſtion. made of theſe, groundes, 
let them be examjned,to.trye whether they be foufhaent 
to hould vp that building which is to helaid vpon them. 
The firft is this, that this propofition, all tithes are 
\ |the Lords, holy to the Lord : 15 not Leuiticall, this will 
thus appeare. If all tithes were the Lords, holy to him 
before the leuiticall nuniftery inſtituted, then they are 
| not 


CHAP. 11. -- of 


not leuiticall : but it is true and certaine "that all tithes 
were the [,ords before the inſtitution of the Leuiticall 
miniſtery : therefore certainely they are not Leuiticall, 


the propoſition is cuident, for that cannot be called Leui-, 


ticall, which was before the inſtitution of the Leuiticall 
order,the aſlumption is no leſle truc;becauſe tithes were 
the Lords,holy to him aſwell before as vnder the law, for 
ic the Lord hath alwayes a right in every mans goods, if 
this right was declared to be tithes, by the praiſe of the 
patriarks, if that pratiſe doth ſhew that euen then in 
their times tithes were the Lords, holy to him :'it muſt 
needes be confeſl[ed that tithes were the Lords before the 
lJeviticall conſtitutions. Now in that by the godly patri- 
arks tithes were paycd to the Lord, is confirmed that 
tithes were alwayes the Lords, and by that which hcere 
is ſaid, all tithes are the Lords, is declared by what ware 
rant the patriarks payed tithes, this is ſufficient to proue, 
that tithes were not inſtituted firſt in the law. It may be 
obieRted,that albeit tithes be not leuiticall,as being in vie 
long before theleuiticall order,yet they may be ceremo- 


niall,for ſome ceremonies were 1n vſe before the leuiticall 
ceremonies,to this reſeruing afarther aunſwere till anon, - 
firſt, we ſay that tithes are ceremoniall no otherwiſe, then 


as they are leuiticall,and this I ſuppoſe, that men which 


attend to this queſtion will not denie mee : If there be 


any ceremonie 1n tithes, it 1s a leuiticall ceremony.This 
thing is graunted by Ab/ex/ir, and all that have carried 
this queſtion againſt vs, and the common voyce/againſt 
vs 15,that tithes are Jeuiticall ceremonies. I askeno more, 
the reſt will follow, for if tithes, haue no other ceremo- 
nicthen that which 15a leunicall ceremonie, then before 
the leniticall order inſtituted, tithes had no ceremonie in 
them at all : and after that order abrogated, tithes re- 

maining ſtill, haue in them no ceremonie. | 
Now thus much we willingly yeeld, that all ceremo» 
nies may not properly be called leuiticall, as ſacrificing, 
and the ceremonies that were in vſe before the leuiticall 
order, but thoſe ceremomics which were ordained with 
and 
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and for the teuitical order (as many were) may $66.40 
. I be called Jewiticall ceremonies,ſo that if tithes haue no 
ceremonie but leuiticall, ſurely then before the Levites, 
they had no cercmorie at all, to cleare theſe things the 
better, leauing no doubt vntouched, let vs compare tithes 
and ſacrifices 1 together, whereby it may appeatrc 3vhat' 15 
the difference benlorns tithes, and ſuch ceremonies as 
were 1n vſc before the law. 

| Sacrifices were in vſe before the "my and in the law 
ecrtaine particular ordinaunces for the manner of fac! 1h- 
cing are commaunded,thoſe particular ordinaunces may 
be called leuiticall, but ſacrificing it ſe'fe 15 not : ſo tithes 
were in vſe bcfore the law, and certaine particular ord1- 
nances of paying tithes to the Leuites commanded in the 
law, which particular conſtitutions we call leuiticall. 
T hus far facrifices and tithes agrce ; heere it will be ob- 
zxected that tithes were ceremonies before the law, aſwell 
as ſacrifices, The anſivere 15 in marking the true diffe- 
rences betweene ſacrifices and tithes, which differences 
will ſhew the one tobe a ceremonie, the other none. T he 
differences are firſt inthe propertee, ſecondly, inthe end 
of both : Firſt, the proprietic of ſacrifices and iinhes CON= 
fadercd,this difference appeareth between them : thepro- 
Prietie and right in tithes, is alwayes the Lords, and not: 
mans. Now albeit ſacrifices are then the Lords,! when they 
are once offered to him, yet till thar time man hath the 
proprietie and right :n the thing which he ſacrificeth, but 
in tithes man hath no right, becaute all tthes are the lords. 
T hen in ſacrificing man fant; fieth of his owne to God, 
which before offcung i 1s his owne, and if he ſhould not 
offer it, remaineth his owne ſill : but in paying tithes 
man uct nothing of his owne to God, but onely ren- 
doth to God thathwhich alwajes was hs right: in not 
ſacrificing godlynes 1s violated, in not paying tithes not 
onely « codlines 1s broken, but ice alſo. Now 2 ceremo- 
nie (tandeth not m:-paying to God that which is his, but 
m 2iung to God that which is thine owne. For example, 
if thou giue to God, honour, praiſe,and elorie : heres no 
ceremonie, 


ceremonie, thou giveſt to him that which was'ever his 


right ; but when men by carnall rites did wake figne to 


God of their faith and obedience,then they gaue him that 


which was their owne in ſigmfication of other things. 


The ſecond difference is, in the end of both, the end|. 


of ſacrificing was to fignificthe great ſacrifice ypon the 


croſle for the fins ofthe world, & therfore 1t was a cerc- 


monir, becauſe it was a carvall type of that holy ſacrifice, 


therefore to remaine onely vatill that ſacrifice be pany at 


ted. And in a word,the end of all ceremonies was to 


19= 


mifie ſomething, but the end of tithes, is the honour or 


maintenance of the miniltery at all times. Iſay,not one- 
ly the honor of the Leuites, but of the miniſters of Chriſt 


alwayes,and therefore to remaine ſo long as that minuſte- 


ric ſhall ftand. And that this was the true end thereof, it 


appearcth. 


Firſt, becauſe tithes were payed to the prieſts before 
the law.Secondly, becauſe they were particularly afligned| 
to the prieſts and Leuites vnder the law. Thirdly, be-! 


cauſe by the fathers ſucceeding the Apoſtles, (as heere- 


after it ſhall bee opened) they were challenged to the; 
Church,as Gods ordinance, for the maintenance of the. 
miniſtery,and by the conſent of all Chriſtians yeelded ſo. | 
If this be not the: end of tithes, let any man (ſhew and. 
proue to vs another end of them : if this be their end,c- 
uen an honourable maintenance of the miniſtery, then 


ccrtainely tithes are no ceremonies, becauſe the end of a 


ccremonie is onely to ſignifie ſomething, and it hath no | 


other end or vſe, whereby as we have the apparant diffe- 
rences betweene tithes and ſacrifices, ſhewing plainly the 
one to be ceremoniall, the other not : ſo we haue this 
truth no lefle cleared, that this propoſition,all tithes are 
the Lords, containeth no leuitical] ceremonie, but a per- 
petuall truth, | 


For the farther manifeſtation of this point, it muſt be | 
confidered,that vpon this ground(al tithes are the Lords) 


the leunicall affignation reſteth, for whereas firſt the 
Lord maketh it manifeſt, that all tithes are his,and after- 
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ward afſigneth them to Lexy,it is declared that heerein 
he doth wrong no. manyfor he giueth that to Lexy,which 
bv peculiar riyzht and proprietie is his owne,no man hath 
ri2htor proprictic in the tithes of his owne goods, but 
as cuery man hath a proprietic in the relt ofthis goods,ſo 
hath the Lord in tithes. Then this right which che Lord 
hath in tithes, none can challenge from him, for other- 
wiſe ſome man might thus ſurnuſe, {| am wronged it my 
Zoods be takentrommeand giuen to Lexy.Inthele words 
there is a ſecret anſ{were to all ſuch ſurmiſes, tithes are 
| none of thy goods, thou haſt no right in them at all, all 
tithes are the Lords. And that this 15 the true meaning of 
theſe words, it may appeare, if we compare them with 
other places which ſoud like this, but cannot thus be ex+ 
pounded. [tis ſaid that, a/{ the beaſts of the forreſt are the 
Lords,and the cattell upon a thouſand hils.Pſal, 5o.the earth 
the Logds and allthat therein ts. P/al. 2 4.but theſe things 
arc ſaid ro be the Lords mn another ſenſe,then tithes are. 
I remember well that ſentence and rule of Hilary,that he 
who readcth ſcriptures as he ought, muſt not bring a ſenſe 
to the words, but fer the ſenſe from the words, and not 
compell the Scripture to ſpeake as hee 1n preiudice con- 
ccaueth. If Lbreake this rule,it is of 1gnorancenot of wil- 
fulneſſe,& Iwill willingly take a rebuke,if I faile hercin, 
eſpecially from ſuch as will both reproue and teach mee. 
Things are ſaid to be the Lords in dwerſe ſenſes, when 
the earth is ſayd to be the Lords, and ſuch like : we vn- 
derſtand that theſe'things are the Lords,in two re(petts, 
Furſt, in reſpe&t of adueticall creatures arcthe Lords, 
becanſe he is their creator, for euery thing created oweth 
a duetic tothe creator, as to the great Lord to whom all 
things owe their homage, albeic euill and corrupt men 
ynderſtand not this,and therefore are farre from this du- 
tifull obedience : yet they ſhould in regard of this dutie, 
ſet the ſeruice of God before all things whatſoever, be- 
cauſc he 1s creatour of all,this reaſon the Prophet touch- 
eth where he ſaith,the earth is the Loras ; tor (ſaith hee) 
he hath founded the world &c. 
| Secondly, 


ns DIO Ss 


Secondly, all creatures are ſaid to be the Lords alſo,n 


reſpe&t of that power whereby heruleth all,cuill and core | 


rupt men,though not vnderſtanding the ſame,and being 
far from yeelding their dutifull obedience to the Lord, 
arg yet ſubiet vnto this his power, for he direCteth cue- 
ry thing to his proper end, in this reſpe&t the Prophet 


{ath : Hee doth what/oener pleaſeth him in heawen aud mm 


earth, P/al, 135. And in theſe reſpes wee vnderſtand 
thoſe Scriptures that ſay, the earth and the creatures are 
the Lords, aſwell becauſe al! things created owe a'duety 
to him, and as it wete their homage, as alſo becauſc all 
things created, arc gouerned by his power and proule 
dence. | 

But when tithes are ſaid to be the Lords, this'is in re- 
ſpe of a proprietie and immediate right,that he bath in 
tithes, for otherwife why ſhould the Lord ſay that tithes 
are his,more then the other g.parts? for in thoſe former 
reſpetts the g. parts are his, cuen as the earth 1s |h1s, &c. 
this then declareth an immediate right aud proprictie 
that the Lord hath in tithes, diſtin from the reſpes 
of duetic, power and proudence, in which reſpects all 
the reſt 15 his. And that the werds force vs, and not we 


' then to this ſenſe :it may farther appeare by the words 
following,which doc expound the place, and puts it out 


of doubttulneſle. Al rithes are the Loxds holy to the Lord: 


T heſe words (holy ro the Lord) doemterpret the.formier, 
and ſhew m what ſenſe tithes are the Lords, not onely 


in reſpect of a generall ducty,or inreſpect. of. his power, 


but even in this ſenſe, becanfe the proprictie and imme- 


diate right to tithes 15 not 1n man, but in God onely, for 
that which is hoy to the Lord,is ſeperate from man,and 
mans vie, in-fich things man hath oo 11ght at al}, there= 
forc if man keepe tithes from the L014, it muſt! be cou- 


felled that this 1s vſurpation. and ſacnledge. Moreover, 


we note the manner ofcheſe-words. It is not ſayd thou, 
ſhalt pay all tithes to the Lord, for ſuch a precept might: 
argue an inititution of uthes ; but it 15 ſayd,all athes are 


> thc Lords, which words doe not expreſle any new.inſti-. 
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tution, but declare an auncient right which was begitn 
fong before the law. 
t1s farther to be conſidered, that the law obſerueth a 
diſtin&ion in holy things, by which diſtintion we may 
. learne how tithes differ Form other things, which by the 
leuiticall law were called holy, for things holy, or ſepec- 
rate from-mans vſe, are ether ſuch as the Lord ſepera- 
teth to himſelfe, wherein man hath no right: or ſuch 
things as man ſeperateth to the Lord : now tithes arc 
made holy and ſeperate from mans vſc, not by man, but 
by the Lord himſelfe, For it is ſavd : Lexar. 27. 28. No- 
thing ſeparate from common w/e, which a man ſeparateth to 
the Lord,of all that he hath, may bee ſould, nor redeemed, 
but tithes may be redeemed Lemit. 27.3 1.by adding a fift 
part. Therefore tithes are ſuch things, as man hath no 
© power to ſeperate from commonyſe, becauſe they ſtand 
ſeparate from common vſe by the Lord, which ſheweth 
cuidently that man hath no right or proprictie in his 
owrie tithes, as he hath in thethings which he may ſepa- 
rate from common vſe to the Lord. | 
Then the generall ordinaunce of tithes was not inſti- 
tuted in the law, but long before, as appeareth both b 
the praCtiſc of the | godly in former times, and by theſe 
wordes' declaring the ground of that pra&tiſe, which 
ground 1s the immediate right which the Lord hath al- 
waies in tithes, for if the former praQtiſe,and that which 
we hauec obſerved of theſe words, All tithes are the Lords, 
be compared together,it is euident that the Lord did not 
then begin to have a right in tithes when the law was gi- 
uen, This right 15 not inſtituted in the law, but onely L - 
clared, whervpon it followeth that this 1s right perpetu- 
all, for we call that perpetuall whereof no beginning can 
be ſhewed, but the vſe deres proucdfrom the beginning. 
Therefore wee conclude that this propoſition, Al rithes 
are the Lords, holy to the Lord, contameth a perpetuall 
truth,and no leuiticall ceremonic. 
To confeſle the truth, I finde my ſelfe in writing this 
which I know many are ready to gaineſay, fo affetted 
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as they who fortific an hould againſt the enimies,where 
the wall is weakelt or loweſt there the greateſt force of 
the emmies 1s ſet to make a breach,ſo I finde that we are 
now as it were in that breach, and if I can fortifie this | 
one pecc {o as to put the aduerſaries out of hope of en- : 
trance heere,l (hill be at morecaſe for the reſt : for every 
man will graunt mee that tithes were due before the law, 
and vnder the law afsigned to the Levites,but how the 
perpetuall rightis proucd, or how this right may appeare 
aſſumed againe after the abrogation of the law, this 1s 
that wherat moſt fticke, this 1s that which I muſt fortific. 
To that therctore which already wee haue ſpoken add 
that which the Apoſtle faith in the Epiltle to the He- 
brewes, tor hee hath fo fortified the matter that I know 
not what may bee brought againſt him,in thoſe words, 
Heb.7.8.Heere men that due recetue tuher,but there hee re- 
ceeneth them, of whom it ts witneſſed that hee liueth : who 
is hee of whom it is witneſled that hee liueth.'2 It is 
ſpoken there of MHelchyedech,but ir is verified in Chriſt, | 
Melchiſedech heere 1s broughtinto no other end;but as 
a typeof Chriſt,to ſhew how theſe things ſpoken of the 
tipc, are molt true in the body Chriſt Iefus-; for there 
the Apoſtle proucth the greatneſle ot Chriſts prieſthood 
and the perpetuity of the ſame,ſo that theſe things heere 
ſpoken of the tipe,are declaredto be verified eſpecially & 
principally in Chriſt:then albeit 2Zelchi/edech be in fome 
{ort witnelled to live, becauſe ther is filence of his death, 
yet this 15 eſpecially & principally true in Chriſt: then 
when the Apoltle ſaith, char heere he receineth tithes who is 
witneſſed to hue, his meaning 1s that tithes arepayed in the 
prieſthood of Chriſt, not onely in the leuiticall prieſt- 
hood. Heere men that die receine tithes but they he receineth 
them of whom it 15 witneſſed that he lineth where we have 
ati euident diſtin&tion betwene the-Jcuiticall aſſignation, * 
and the perpetuall right of tithes. Heere men that die re- 
ceine tuhes there 15 the leunticall afſignation,which was to 
haue an end : but there hee recemeth them, of whom it is 
witneſſed that he lineth,in theſe. words the perpetuall gs 
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ward afſigneth them to Lewy,it is declared that heercein 
he doth wrong no manyfor he giueth that to Lexy,which 
by peculiarright and proprietie is his owne,no man hath 
rizhtor proprictic in the tithes of his'owne goods, but 


as cuery man hath/a proprieticinthe ret ofhis goods,ſo. 


hath the Lord in tithes. Then this rightwhich che Lord 
hath in tithes, none can challenge from him, for other- 
wiſe ſome man might thus ſurmiſe, | am wronged it my 
goods be takenfrommeand giuen to Lexy.Inthele words 
there is a ſecret anſ{were to all ſuch ſurmiſes, tithes arc 
none of thy goods, thou haſt no right in then at all, all 
tithes are the Lords. And that this 15 the true meaning of 
theſe words, it may appeare, if we compare then with 
other places which ſoud like this, but cannot thus be ex- 
pounded. Itis ſaid that, al the beaſts of the forreft are the 
Lords,and the cattell upon a thouſand hils.Pſal, 50.the earth 
« 1h: Lords and all that therem ts. Pſal.2 4.but theſe things 
arc ſaid to be the Lords 1n another ſenſe,then tithes are. 
I remember well that ſentence and rule of Hilary,that he 
who readcth ſcriptures as he ought,muſt not bring a ſenſe 
to the words, but fet the ſenſe from the words, and not 
compelÞthe Scripture to ſpeake as hee 1n pretudice con- 
ccaueth. If Lbreake this rule,it is of 1gnorance,not of wil- 
fulneflce,& Iwill willingly take a rebuke, I faile herein, 
eſpecially from ſuch as will both reproue and teach mee. 
Things are ſaid to be the Lords in diverſe {enſes, when 
the earth is ſayd to be the Lords, and ſuch like : we vn- 
derſtand that theſe things are the Lords,in two reſpe&ts, 
Firſt, in reſpe& of adueticall creatures arcthe Lords, 
becauſe he is their creator,for every thing created oweth 
a duetic to-the creator, as to thegreat Lord to whom all 
things owe their homage, albeit ewill and corrupt men 
ynderſtand not this,and therefore are farre from this du- 
tifull obedience : yet they ſhould in regard of this dutic, 
ſet the ſeruice of God before all things whatſoever, be- 
cauſc he 15 creatour of all, this reaſon the Prophet touch- 
eth where he ſaith,che earth is the Lords ; for ((aith hee) 
he hath founded the world &&c. 
Secondly, 
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Secondly, all creatures are ſaid to be the Lorgs alfo,in 
reſpe&t of that power whereby he ruleth all,cuill and cor 
rupt men,though not vnderſtanding the ſame,and being 
far from yeelding their dutifull obedience to the Lord, 


art yet ſubie&t vnto this his power, for he direCteth cue- 


ry thing to his proper end, in this reſpe&t the Prophet 
{nh : Hee doth whatſocncr pleaſeth him in heauen and in 
earth, Pal, 135. And in theſe teſpets wee vriderſtand 


thoſe Scriptures that ſay, the earth and the creatures are. 


the Lords, aſwell becauſe all things created owe a duety 
to him, and as it were their homage, as alſo becauſe all 


things created, are gouerned by his power aid Proule 


dence. | | 

But when tithes are ſaid to be the Lords, this is in re- 
ſpect of a proprietie and immechate right,that he hath in 
tithes, for otherwife why ſhould the Lord ſay that eithes 


are his,more then the other g.parts ? for in thoſe former | 


reſpe&ts the g. parts are his, cuen as the carth 1s his; &c. 
this then declareth an immediate right aud proprictie 
that the Lord hath in tithes, diftin& from the reſpets 


of duetic, power and prouidence, in whicht reſpetts all 


the reſt 15 his. And that the words force vs, and not we. 


them to this ſenſe :1t may farther appeare by the words 


following, which'doc expound the place, and pits it out ' 


of doubttulneſle. A! rithes are the Loras holy to the Lord: 
T heſe words (holy ro +he Lord) doc interpret the former, 
and ſhew in what ſenſe tithes are the Lords, not onely 


in reſpect of a generall qucty,or in reſpect of. his power, 


but euen mn this ſenſe, becanfe the proprietie and imme- 


diate right to tithes 15 not 1n man, but in God onely, for . 


that which 1s hoiy to the Lord,is ſeperate from man,and 
mans vie, infuch things man hath no 11ght at all, there= 
fore if man keepe tithes from the Lo1d, it muſt be cou- 
telled that this 1s vim pation. and ſacriledge. Moreover, 
we note the manner of theſe: words: It 1s not ſayd thou, 
ſhalt pay all tithes to the Lord, for ſuch a precepit might: 
argue an in{titotion of tithes ; but it 15 ſayd,all athes are 


the Lords, which words doe not expreſle any new.inſti- 
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tution, but declare an auncient right which was begun 
ſong before the law. 

Ieis farther to be conſidered,that the law obſeructh a 
diſtinion in holy things,by which diſtintion we may 
learne how tithes differ from other things, which by the 
leviticall law were called holy, for things holy, or ſepc- 
rate from-mans vſe, are ether ſuch as the Lord ſepera- 
teth to himſelfe, wherein man hath no right: or ſuch 
things as man ſepecrateth to the Lord : now tithes arc 
made holy and ſeperate from mans vic, not by man, but 
by the Lord himſelfe, For it is ſavd : Lew. 27. 28. No- 
ohne ſeparate from common vſe, which a man ſeparateth to 
the Lord,of all that he hath, may bee ſould, nor redeemed, 
but tithes may be redeemed Lemir. 27.3 1.by adding a fift 
part. Therefore tithes are ſuch things, as man hath no 
power to ſeperate from commonvſe, becauſe they ſtand 
ſeparate from common vſeby the Lord, which ſhewerh 
cuidently that man hath no right or proprictic in his 
owne tithes, as he hath in thethings which hi may ſepa» 
rate from common vſ\ec to the Lord. | 

Then the generall ordinaunce of tithes was not inſti- 

4tuted in the law, but long before, as appeareth both b 
the praftiſe of the |godly in former times, and by theſs 
wordes: declaring the ground of that prattiſe, which 
ground is the immediate right which the Lord hath al- 
waies in tithes, for if the former praQtiſe,and that which - 
we hauec obſerved of theſe words, All tithes are the Lords, 
be compared together,it is euident that the Lord did not 
then begin to haue aright in tithes when the law was gi- 
uen, This right is not inſtituted in the law, but onely Fj - 
clared, whervpon it followeth that this is right perpetu- 
all,for we call that perpetuall whereof no P— can 
be ſhewed,but the vſe therof prouedfrom the beginning. 
Therefore wee conclude that this propoſition, Al rithes 
are the Lords, holy to the Lord, contameth a perpetuall 
eruth,and no leuiticall ceremonie. | 
To,confeſle the truth, I finde my ſelfe in writing this 
which I know many are ready to gaineſay, fo affeted 
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as they who fortific an hould againſt the enimies,where 
the wall is weakeſt or loweſt there the greateſt force of 
the enumies 15 ſet to make a breach,ſo I finde that we are 
now as It were 1n that breach, and if I can fortifie this 
one pecxec {o as to put the aduerſaries out of hope of en- 


trance heeregl (hill be at morc cafe for the reſt : for every 


man will graunt mee that tithes were due before the law, 
and vnder the law aſs1gned to the Levites, but how the 
perpetuall rightis proucd, or how this right may appeare 
aſlumed agane after the abrogation of the law, this 1s 
that wherat moſt (ticke,this is that which I muſt fortific. 
To that therefore which already wee hauc ſpoken add 
that which the Apoſtle ſaith in the Epiſtle to the He= 
brewes, tor hec hath ſo fortified the matter that I know 
not what may bee brought againſt him,in thoſe words, 
Heb.7.8. Heere men that de receiue tuher,but there hee re<- 
ceunceth thems, of whom it ts witneſſed that hee lineth : who 
is hee of whom it 1s witneſled that hee liueth.'? It is 
ſpoken there of Melchyedech,but ir is verified in Chriſt, 
Melchiſedech heere 1s brought into no other end;but as 
a type of Chriſt,to ſhew how theſe things ſpoken of the 
tipc, are molt true in the body Chriſt Ieſus : for there 
the Apoltle proueth the greatneſle ot Chriſts prieſthood 
and the perpetuity of the ſame,ſo that theſe things heere 
ſpoken of the tipe,are declaredto be verified eſpecially & 
principally in Chriſt:then albeit 2Jelchi/edech be in ſome 
{ort witneiTed to live, becauſe ther is ſilence of his death, 


yet this 1s eſpecially & principally true in Chriſt: then. 


when the Apoſtle ſaith, that heere he receinerth rithes who ts 
witneſſed to line, his meaning 1s that tithes are payed in the 
prieſthood of Chriſt, not onely in the leuiticall prieſt- 


hood. Heere men that ate receine tithes, but they he recerneth 


them of whom it 15 witneſſed that he lineth,where we haue 


an cuident diſtin&tion betwene the leuiticall aſſignation, 


and the perpetuall right of tithes. Heere men that die re-- 


ceine ruhes there 15 the leunticall affignation,which was to 
haue an end: but there hee receineth them, of whom 1t s 
witneſſed that he lineth,un theſe. words the perpetuall night 
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of rithes is contained, which iswitneſſed tofollow Chriſts 
| prieſthood, and therefore neuer to haue an end, but to 
| ſtand to-the endof the world with his prieſthood. Fhis 
being the plaine|and cuident ſence of this place,we hope 
this breach is fortified, Then if tithes are to bee payed to 
him thar liueth for euer,they are cuer to be payed:ſo that 
before the Jaw, and after the law they are payed to him 
: that liucth for ever. Vnder the law they were by Chriſt 
aſſigned to Lexy; that affignation,and as we may ſo ſay, 
that leafe being expired, they return againe vnto his right 
of whom it 15 witneſſed that he lineth, 

T his being prooued the other grounds follow with 
' much facilitie,as annexed to this, for that tithes are affig- 
ned from the Lord to the Leuites, for the feruice of the 
Tabernacle & ng longer, then that ſeruice 3s to continue, 
1 1s euident by the words of the affignation, / haze gixen 
to the children of Lemy all the tenth of Iſvaell for therr ſer< 
wice which they ſerae in the Tabernacte of the Congregation, 
therefore that ſeruice being abrogated, this aſſ1gnation 1s 
void : butthis remaineth true [till,2// rithes are the Lords, 
-. becauſe by the aſſignation-madeto- Lewy the Lordsright 
cannot bee taken away, then the leuincall ceremonie is 
onely in theafbignation,and the commandement of pay- 
ing tithes to the Leuites dependeth wholly vpon the af< 
fgnation, which may fo far "m acknowledged ceremoni- 
all,as1t 1s leuiticall, and no farther, 

Now this we yeeld butby the way of improper ſpeech, 
eraunung that the aduerfaric ex abndant;,which other- 
wife he could not|proue, for to{peake properly and cx- 
attly, tithes were never ceremomall in any ſenſe : for c= 
nen that affiznatignof tiches.to Lezy. is notpropeily cc 
remoniall, but temporarie, for 1t hath no ceremonie1n it, 


becauſe heere is no carnall type of a holy thing,for tithes 


to ſpeake properly, are no more carnall in the lewticall, 
then in the Euangelicall mimuſterie:no more holy things 
11 the miniſtery now,then they were among the Levites: 
neither was the endot tithes then to ſignifhe any thing, 


but.to be an honorable maintenance among the Levites, 
albcit 
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albeit then inexa@ ſpeech, nothing in tithes is ceremoni- 
all, yet ſpeaking improperly we yeeld this aſſignation to 


be ceremoniall. And thus I would be vnderſtood, when 
ſocuer inthis queſtion 1 yeeld that in tithes ſomewhat is | 


ceremonaall, 

T hus ſtood tithes in the Church of Iſrael, wherein 
the Lord to prouoke godly princes and people not to 
deale ſparingly with the Church, hath leframonument 
which to men mightbe an example of bounty,that they 
which hope for a large increaſe of ſpirituall things, may 
not ſow their temporall things ſparingly, for beſides 
tithes, firſt truits, and offcrings, there was aſſigned in the 
church of Ifracl] to the leuiticall miniſtery,as much land, 
as the portion of the greateſt tribe came to,if the diſcrip- 
tion of Hierom decatue vs not, for Hierom deſcribing 


the land of Ifracll,ſaith the length from Dan to Beerſe- yjerom,ad 
ba 1s 150.miles,the breadth from Toppe to Bethleem 46. Dardanums, 


miles; the Leuites portion of land was 48. cities, Nam. 
3J5- 7. euery Citic had in ſuburbs 2000, cubites from 
the wall round. Nzm7.35. 5. which according to Hieroms 
deſcription of. the whole land, will afford a large por- 
tion for a tribe, Thus we ſee how tithes ſtood vnder 
the law, not as a matter then inuented, but as an aun- 
cicnt ordinance, a perpetuall truth practiſed long bee- 
fore the law,andn the law renued for the honourable 
, maintenance of them, who then were appointed to the 

ſcruice of God. 
Some hauedeuiſed to trouble this queſtion with doubts, 
but they runne very inconſtantly, ſometimes one way, 
ſometimes quite contrary,which argueth cither want of 
ſinceritie, or of attention to the queſtion, for ſometimes 
they will ſay tithes are ceremonies ? ſometimes they ſay 
they are iudicials, now theſe bee ſo contrary opintons, 
that both cannot be true. It were enough for me,to ſet 
them againſt themſclues, for one of theſe opinions doth 
neceſſarily overthrow the other, and both are ouer- 
throwne by the truth, we mult then ſeuerally examine 

theſe opinions. ' | 
Firſt, 
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Firſt, whether tithes be ceremoniall, Secondly, whe- 
ther they be 1udiciall. To know whether tithes Ge Cere- 
moniall (that wee may adde more proofes to that which 
we haue ſayd in| this point) it ſeemeth necdefull to ſet 
downe the definition of a leuiticall ceremonie, which 
may be defined thus : a ceremonie is a Earnall type of ar 
holy thing, which for the {cruice of the Tabernacle 15 
inioyned onely yntill the time of reformation By an holy 
thing in-this definition, wee vnderſtand an Evangelicall 
' truth, by the time of reformation we vnderſtand, the farſt- 
comming and full appearance of our Lord Ieſus Chriſt. 
All the parcels of this definition are confumed by the 
Apoſtle, Heb.g. that it is a carnall type of an holy thing, 
it 15 proued.ver, 10. where they arc called carnall rites, 
and ver.23.they are ſayde to bee familitudes of holy or 
heauenly things,that ſuch ceremonies were for the ſer- 
uice of the tabernacle, he ſheweth, vey. 2. where firſt he 
diſcribeth the tabernacle,and preſently toyneth the cerc- 
monies, as belonging to it, and againe, ver.$. and 21. ſo 
that all thoſe ceremonies had reſpe&t to the tabernacle, 
and that they were ordained to indure onely vntill the 
time of reformation, it is.dcliuercd in expreſle words, 

ver. 190. | 
It may be obiected, that albeitall theſe things be ex- 
refled in the Apoltle his words, yet his meaning may 
be not to define a ceremony, but to diſcribe diverſe kinds 
of ceremonies, as namely, that. of ceremonies fome are 
carnall types, other for the ſeruice of the tabernacle, 0- 
' thers tomndure vnuill the time of reformation, &c, wee 
 anſwere for our pogo all is one, whether nt be graun» 
ted that this 1s a definition, or a diuiſion of ceremonies? 
if it be adefinition, tithes muſt agree to this definition, 
or elſe it can not be ceremonaall :1f it be a diviſion of ce» 
remonies,then tithes muſt agree to ſome part of it,other= 
wile they can be| no ceremonies, but we ſay that tithes 
neither agree to the whole, nor to ariy part thereof, for 
they are neither carna!l, nor types, nor carnall types of 
holy thungs, nor for the ſcruice of the tabernacle,nor in- 
i joyned 
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toyned to indure onely vntill the time of reformation, if 
no part heercof agree with tithes, how .s it poſſible this 
thing ſhould bee a ceremonie, let vs then examine the 
parcels. | 

Fic(t, tithes are not carnall, for carnall in the Apoſtle 
his ſence, is not taken for cuery worldly thing, but for 
 fucha worldly and rude element, or as the Apoſtle cal- 
leth it,Ga/.4 g.ſuch an 1mpotent and beggerly rudiment 
as ſerued for the inſtitution of the rude and ignoraunt 
people of the Iewes,hauing no ſuch vie among Chriſti- 
ans: but tithes ferued not for inſtitution of ie, wa for 
they did teach nothing, and yet they hauc among Chri- 


ſtians the fame vſe,which then they had : for they ſerued * 


then,as now alſo they doe, for honour and maintenance 
of them who teach the people. Is it poſsible that this 
thing ſhould be a Leuiticall ceremorye, which hath the 
ſame vſc among Chriſtians, which it had in 1fraell ?far- 
ther, tithes are no types, for a type was inſtituted for no 
other vſe, but to ſfignifie an holy thing in Chriſt or his 
kingdome, but tithes were not in{htuted for this vſe to 
fignific any thing in Chriſt or his kingdome, therefore 
no types, this appeareth plainely,becaulſe tithes are after 
Chrilt,as they were before,the honourable maintenance 
of the minilteric alwaies; therefore they ſignified no: 
more then now they doe, but as they were,ſo they ſtand 
{Ul}, or if any thinke = tithes were inſ{htuted onely to 
fgnifie ſome thing, let that thing once be ſhewed. Now 
it they be ncither carnall,nor types, how can they be car- 
nall types,and by conſequence they are not carnall types 
of holy things, but they arethoſe holy things themſclues, 


for to pay tithes ſincerely to the miniſtersof Chrilt, is. ' 


an holy thing, and this-1s enough to proue it no ceremo-! 
nic, for no ceremonie 1s of it ſelte an holy thing,but that 
this 15, 1t is apparant, becauſe now in the time of the goſ- 
pell the ſane vie of this thing is retained, when all cerc- 
monies arc abrogated, neither were tithes inſtituted for 
the ſcruice of the tabernacle, I ſpeake heere of the'ore 
dinance of tithes,not of the Lone alsignation:which 


aſsig- 
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afcignation T graunt was inſtituted for the ſeruice of the 
tabernacle,but the queſtion of tithes in general, is much 
differiny; from this aſsignation, for tithes were beforethe 
Lay, this aſsignation was not, tithes are in vſc after the 
law ended, this 15 not, therefore there is as much fliffe- 
retice betweene tithes in generall and this aſs;zynation,as 
berwcene things perpetuall and temporary. 

L ait of all, it is euider, that tithes were not injoyned 

vnti!l the time of reformation, for they are in vſe after that 
time, therefore we reaſon thus, no Leuiticall ceremonic 
may be allowed to remain inthe Church any longer then 
vntif the time of reformation, but tithes are, and-haue 
beene by all godly allowed to remaine in the Church 
after the time of retormation:therefore tithes are no ſuch 
ceremonies,the aſlumption is in the manifeſt knowledge 
and conſciences of all men : the propoſition is proucd 
out of the words of the Apoſtle, where he deſcribeth ce- 
remonies in; theſe words, Heb. 9g. 10. carnall rites which 
were inioyned wntill the time of reformation. Tt thoſe carnall 
rites were inioyned vntill the time of reformation, then 
manifeſtly it followeth that theſe carnall rites were to 
be aboliſhed at the time of reformation, and are not to be 

| retained in the Church after that time: heere-then of 

| two things we muſt chooſe one, eyther to ſay,tithes are 
no ceremonie, or tocharge the Church of Chriſtians of 
impietic in the higheſt degree, for appointing tithes for 

| the maintenance of miruſters, and ſoretaining afceremo- 

 nicinthe Charch after the time of reformation, againſt 
the expreſſe dofrineofthe Apollle. 

But now conſider what anſwere 4s thought by ſome 
to be ſufficient. T his for ſooth, that tithes are oled now 
in the time of the goſpell, not as a ceremonie, but as an- 
other thing, they were vnder the law (ſay they) ceremo- 
nies, but now they ceaſe to be, and are retained as ſome 

' other thing: let them be as what you liſt, this is no ſuf. 

ficient anſwereto that which I haucſaid, and to ſhew the 

 weakenes heereof (becauſe in this aunſivere 1s placed all 
the hope of them who hold tithes ceremonies)Ict vs take 
| 2 
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a little paines with it, for the innaliditie of this poore 
fhift being manifeſted, we may go with more caſe through 
the reſt, If this were a ſufficient anſwere toſay, we vn- 
derſtand tithesnow not as a ceremonie, then ſurely no- 
thing yn any diſputation can be proued,and becauſe this 
matter reacheth farther then at the firſt ſhow it ſeemeth, 
x ſhall not be voprotitable by the way of a ſhort, digre{- 
ſion, toſpeake in generall of inſufficient anſwearing,that 
35, of vnexact diltinguiſhing, where the truth 4s onely- 
fought out, without heate or contention, there thediſtin= 
&1on of the anſwere will thew it ſelfe ſo quick, as that it 
doth not onely anſwere the {ophiſme, but alſo carrieth 
force and power in 1t ſelfe to overthrow- the contrary 
falſhood, but where the diſtin&tion hath-not this life in at,. 
there it diſcrieth it ſelte to bee, not as armour of defence 
as it ſhould be, but onely as that ſodaing helpe,which the 

man in daunger of drowning catcheth after : for exam- 

ple, that anſwerewhuch ferueth-for the common hackney 
1n ſchooles : verum eſt materialiter, non formaliter ; let 1t 
be allowed fora ſufficient anſwere,and what can be con- 
cluded ? That the abſurditic heereof may more plainly 
appeare, [will recite certaine examples... | 
Thomas: Aqnuanas concludeth,that concupiſence which r: z. q.$r.47t.2, 

paſſeth the bonds of reafons,again(t nature. Donunicu ad, i, 

Foro not conſenting to Thomas,and yet being vnwilling | 

to ſtand againſt him in contradiftion,thinketh this a ſut+ 

ficient an(were : that which 7 hoxzas ſaithis true, ratione 

forme, ſet nou raticne materia, nam ratione materse (faith 

Soto) concupilſentia ula eft natwralts. Martin Luther made 

this obie&tion againſt Indulgences, Indulgences are ſaide 

to remit penaunces, but penaunces are good works, ſuch 

as Faſting, Almes, Prayer and the like : therefore Indul- 

gences are. not good but pernicious, ſeeing they hinder 

men from zood workes. Bellarmmthinketh it ſufficient 1.b.z de 

to anſwere thu>zIndulgences remit penaunces not as they ludulg,cap.«. 

are good workes, nom quatenus /unt b:naopera, but as a= 

nother thing,as if hee ſhould ſay; veram eſt materiatiter, 
wor formatger, luſt as theſe men diſhngwſh wn a ceremo» 

F.1j. nc, 


Gal..3, 
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me, tthes are now retained not as a ceremornie, but as 


another thing. | | 
If this kinde of an{were runne for currant,who ſeeth 


not thatthis blinde diſtin&ion 15 at hand ready againſt 


any truth though ever ſo well concluded ? for when a 


' man hath concluded, that to drinke ti]] a man be drunck 


15 a fin, ſome will finde out this diſtin&tion, ut 15 a finne 
waterialuer, ſed non formaliter : for I vic,ſanh heron que- 
rex, not as drunkenneſle, but as another thing, And 
why may not another frame the ſame di{tm&tion tor 


| Whoredome, eſpecially if hee may alleadge the aduiſe 
_ of ſome Phifitions which hould ſuch phiſicke necedefull 


for his body. And ſon other things, I wovld know how 
a man<an conclude againſt the Ebrcxiggg, 1t this kinde of 
aunſwering bee recciued for good? ER cIrcums 
cilion with the Goſpell : how will you diſproue them 2 
if you vrge thoſe words of the Apoſtle, /f you be eircum. 
caſed Chrift proficeth you nothmg : may not they aun{were 


| the Apoſtle, vermum c/t formaluter, non materialiter,, Wee 


retaine circumcifion not formally, non quarters, not as 2 
Gcrament,but as another thing, If this were nothung elſe 


. bat to mockethe Apoſtles druinitie,why ſhould any bee 
" ſo much overſeene,as to thinke this diſtm&@ion may ſtand 


azainſt vs,whichin the like caſe can nottand againſt the 


Apoſtle? Therefore it is not enough tobring a diſtinc- 


tion, but the parts thereof ſhould bee confirmed out of 
the principles of that profeſs10n,wherem the diſputation 


is, if the diſputation bein Logicke or Philoſophie,then 
' the parts 


the diftin@on to bee confirmed out of Lo- 
eicke or philoſophiegttin diuitatie,then out of the ſcrip- 


tures, This ſincerely praftized would cutthe fanewes of 


many friuelous contentions which are ſo often moued 
and Tepeated againe without end, T hus much concer- 
ning theidle and endlefle humour of writing,which pro- 
ceedeth for the moſt part from infincere anſwering, 

' Now to returne tothe former anſ{were of thoſe, who 


thinke they haue ſaid enowgh, when they ſay that tithes" 
are not now eſtabliſhed wn the Church as a ceremonie, | 


but 


DVD 


but as another thing, it js as if they ſhould ſay verwme 
eft materialiter non formaliter. For the frame of a ccremo- 
nic remaineth not, yet the matter, ſay they, remaincth. 


WhicFanſwere as in ſome place may ſtand, ſo heere it * 


cannot, vnleſje the parts of this diſtin&ion be proued b 
ſcripture,wfich no man hath at any tune as yet ow mk 
F or it ſhould be proued by ſcripture that tithes were a le- 
uieicall ceremonie, and that the thing which once was a 
cereyome, may be retained inthe Church of Chriſt, but 
wee haue thewed the contradictary to both, that tithes 
were neuer a ceremonie,by the diſcription of a ceremo- 
me,and that the thing which was a ceremonie may not 
be retained in the Church of Chnſtians, becauſe it was 
mioyned onely vntill the tyme of reformation:and there- 
fore we conclude, this anfwere 1s euery way weake, and 
no ſufficient exception againſt aur cauſe. 


But for the latter part thereof, 1 may be thus ohiec- 


ted, ſome things were ceremonies whuch yet are, or may 
bee lawfully retained among Chriſtians,as not to ſow a 
vineyard with diverſe kindes of ſeedes;not to plow with 
an Oxe and an Aſlc; not to weare a garment of divers 
ſorts,as wollen and linnen together, Dext.22. I anſwere 
thele ſcriptures Dex. 22. doc not ſpeake of ceremonies, 
bue of mwdicialls. Of this anſwere, there are theſe reaſons. 
Fuſt,throughout that Chapter he ſpeaketh of things iu- 
diciall, and in the Chapter next before, as alſo in that 
which next followeth, hee declareth precepts mdiciallof 
all ſorts, concerning matters of {tate. when they goe to 
warre,touching publike affaires, touching-priuate,touch- 
ing huſ bandry,touching amans comely carrying of him - 
ſelfe abroad and at home; For idicialls reach not onely 
to the great affaires of a (te, bu 
in husbandry and apparel}, of which cu!!! coml:ineſle 
theſc precepts are to be vnderitood, and in a ciull ſtare 
well and exactly gouerned, to bee received, for cuill 
comelineſle, and an exatt order 15 to be (ctled in cuery 
part of the ſtate. | 
Another reaſon that theſe precepts are to be vndcer= 
| : F.uj. {tood 


t cuen to a comelyneſle : 


fO9)- 5 21 - 
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ftoode of indicialls, not of ceremonies is, becauſe theſe | 
things cannot agree to the di{cription of a ceremony,out 


| of the Apoſtles wordes, for neither were theſe carnall 


tipes of holy things, neither were they inſtituted for the 
ſeruice of the Tabernacle. Againe 1t can not bee ſyide 
that a ceremonie is negatiue, as a precept may bee, for 
they are not ſet downe in negatiues, this thou ſhalt not 
doe, but in affirmatives. in doing or viing,for a ceremo- 
nie is poſitively to repreſent an holy thing, for which 
cauſe the Apoltle calleth them &v7i7uTa Tay ahyelvay, 

Moreouer in theſe and ſuch like precepts we obſerue that 


_ albeit ſome fignzhcation may well be drawen from them, 


yet that will not ſuffice to proue them ceremonies, for 
tromthat which 1s written Dext,2 5, T how ſhalt not muſ- 
fell the mouth of the O xe that treadeth ont thy corne. 'Þ he 
Apoſtle 1. Cor. 9.9. drawcth a fignification, and thereby 
4 itrong reaſon for maintenance of miniſters,and yet [ 
fippole,no man wall hovld that precept to bee ceremo= 
niall,forit 1s 1udicaall altogether, becauſe it is of things in 
common-vſe, therefore certainely wdiciall : even fo are 
theſe precepts Demt. 22. to bee vnderſtood. Wherefore 
the contrary apparaunces being remoued, the truth of 
this concluſion will better appeare, tithes are no ccree 
mONIES.. | 
Now as it1s an cafie matter for any without much lears 
ning to fy tithes were ceremonies, .and to reſt there 
without reaſon.without diſcuſsing the manner and cauſe 
thereof, foif any would enter iudicioufly into the care- 
tull and conſctonable ſearch heereof, and open vnto vs 
the (12nification of this. ceremonie, and ſhew vs the pro- 
per end and vie thereof, and prove with one found reaſon, 
that tithes were inſtituted to ſignifie ſomething onely for 
a time as all ceremonies we:e : | ſhould for my pait 
thinke my telfe much bcholding to him,otherwiſe it thou 
ſhalt tel! me a. thouſand times 1t is a ceremonie, though 
this were truc that thou ſaiſt, yet becaufe thou knowelt 
not the reaſon and ground thereof, to thee it 1s as an vn- 
tuth, be who holdeth this a ceremornie, ought to bring 
an 
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an approued reaſon from the word, and declare the trite 
end and vſe of the ceremonie, which will open the fig- (id 
niftcation thereof :till that be done; he that ſaith itis a ce» _ nl 
remonie ſpeaketh without vnderſtanding. 
We ſhall haueleſle trouble to difproue the other 0. Tithes nos 
pinion, Which holdeth tithes iudicials, becauſe it is hol- {9&8 
den with much lcfle ſhew of reaſon : for to be briecfe 
hcerein,we reaſon thus. No holy things are judicials.: but 
all rithes are holy things, therefore no tithes iudicials : 
The propoſition of this ſyl!ogiſme is manifeſt by that 
diſtinQion which mult be acknowledged between things 
hely and common : holy things are taken from common 
vc, which things are of two ſorts,eyther ſuch as the Lord 
ſeparateth from common ve, as the ſabboth, and tithes, 
and ſuch like ; or fuch as man ſeparateth from common 
vſe to the Lord, of which thoſe words are Lex. 25.28; 
Nothing ſeparate from common v{c,that a man doth ſepa- 
rate tothe Lord, of all that he hath, may be old nor redee- 
med, and in the verſe-tollowing, things ſeparate from 
common vle {ate expounded, ſeparate trom man. Thus 
are all holy things ſeparate from common yſe or from 
man, but all iudicals are of things in common vſe, not ſe- 
parate from man, therefore no 1wdicials are holy things, 
no holy things mdicaals. 
By this which we haue ſaid,the queſtion T hope is clea- 
red which was mooued 1n the beginning of this chapter, 
how tithes ſtood vnder the Jaw, It appeareth that then 
they were not as ceremonies, nor iudicials, but a perpe- 
tall ordinance and part of the morall twth. Before wee | ""* 
palle from this place, I would adde a word of the anti- | 
quitie of theſe two opinions which T haue laſt refined. it 
The iudgements of former ages isa great preſumption, ': 
and men of iudgement wilt very hardly depart from an | | 
ancient opinion without great reaſons, Noyw as the opini- --. "ot 
on which I ſeeke to confirme is ancient, and hath beene !l| f1 
held by the beſt learned in the Church from the begin- | 
ning till theſe late yeeres : fo thole other two opinions | 
laſt ſpoken of, are both new, though the one ſomewhat | on 
elder 
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ftoode of iadicialls, not of ceremonies 1s, becauſe theſe 
things cannot agree to the di{cription of a ceremony,out 
of the Apoſtles wordes, for neither were theſe carnall 


| tipes of holy things, neither were they inſtituted for the 
ſcruice of the Tabernacle. Againe it can not bee {aide 

that a ceremonie is negatiue, as a precept may bee, for 
they are not ſet downe in negatiues, this thou ſhalt not 
doe, but in affirmatiues in doing or vſing,for a ceremo- 
\ nieis poſitively to repreſent an holy thing, for which 
cauſe the Apoltle calleth them &v7iruna Tay wydlvay, 
Moreouer in theſe and ſuch like precepts we obſerue that 
albcit ſome ſign1hcation may well be drawen from them, 
yet that will not ſuffice to proue them ceremonies, for 


. from that which is written Deat,2 5, T hou ſhalt not muſ= 


ſell the mouth of the Oxe that treadeth ont thy corne. T he 
Apoſtle 1. Cor. 9.9. drawcth a fignification, and thereby 
a {trong reaſon for maintenance of mmiſters,and yet [ 
fippoſe,no man will hovld that precept to bee ceremo= 
niall,for it 1s judicial] altogether, becauſe it is of things in 
common ve, therefore certainely wdiciall : even fo are 
theſe precepts Next. 22. to bee vnderſtood. Wherefore 
the contrary apparaunces being remoued, the truth ob 
this concluſion will better appeare, tithes are no ccre« 
DONIES, 
| Now as it 1s an eaſe matter for any without much lears 
ning to ſy tithes were ceremonies, and to reſt there 
without reaſon, without diſcuſsing the manner and cauſe 
thereof, ſo if any would enter iudiciouſly into.the care- 
full and conſctonable ſearch hcereof, and open vnto vs 
the f12mifacation of this. ceremonie, and ſhew vs the pro- 
per end and vie thereof, and prove with one found reafon, 
that tithes wereginſtituted to ſigntfie ſomething onely for 
a|\time as all ceremonies wete-: ſhould for my pait 
ihinke my felfe much bcholding to him,otherwile it thou 
ſhalt tell me a. thouſand times 1t 3s a ceremonie, though 
this were truc that thou ſaiſt, yet becauſe thou knoweſt 
not the reaſon and ground thereof, to thee it Is as an vn- 
tuth, he who holdcth this a ceremonie, ought to bring 
| an 
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an approued reaſon from the word, and declare the trite 


end and vſe of the ceremonie, which will open the fig- 


*mfcation' thereof: till that be done, he that ſaith it is a cc- 


remonte ſpeaketh without vnderſtanding. 


We ſhall haue leſle trouble to diſproue the| other 0. Tithes nos 
pinion, Which holdeth tithes mdicials, becauſe't is hol- iudiciats, 


den with much lefſe ſhew of reaſon : for to be bricfe 
hcerein,we reaſon thus. No holy things are iudicials : but 
all tithes are holy things, therefore no tithes iudicials : 
The propoſition of this ſyl!ogiſine 45 manifeſt by that 
diſtinRtion which muſt be acknowledged between things 
hely and common : holy things are taken from common 
v{e,which things are of two ſorts,eyther ſuch as the Lord 
ſeparateth from common vſe, as the ſabboth, and tithes, 


- and ſuch like : or ſuch as man ſeparateth from common 
vſe to the Lord, of which thoſe words are'Leatt, 25.28. 


Nothing ſeparate from common v{e,that a man doth ſepa- 
rate to the Lord, of all that he hath, may be ſold nat redee- 
med, ant] in the verſe following, things ſeparate from 
common vle fare expounded, ſeparate trom man. Thus 
are all holy things ſeparate from common vſe or from 
man, but all iudicials are of things in common vſe,not ſe- 
parate from man, therefore no iudicials are holy things, 
no holy things mdicaals. 

By this which we haue ſaid, the queſtion Thope is clea- 
red which was mooued 1n the beginning of this chapter, 
how tithes ſtood vnder the Jaw, It appeareth that then 
they were not as ceremonies, nor iudicials, but a perpe- 
tall ordinance and part of the morall truth. Before wee 
palle from this place, I would addea word of the anti- 
quitie of theſe two opinions which T haue laſt refuted. 
The iudgements of former ages is a great preſumption, 
and men of iudgement will very hardly depart from an 
ancient opinion without great reaſons, Now as the opini- 
on which 1 ſeeke to confirme is ancient, and hath beene 


held by the beſt learned in the Church from the begin= 
Ning till theſe late yeeres : fo thole other two opimons 


laſt ſpoken of, are both new, though the one ſomewhat 
: | clacr 
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elder then the other. That tithes are ceremonies, is an @- 
Pinion deuiſed about an hundred yeeres fince,not aboue:; 
the other, that tithes are iudicials 1s auncienter, for it wag 
firſt deviſed by e Alexander de Hales an Engliſh man 
the father of {chole-diuinitie, the farſt that wrote vpon 
the ſentences. This Hales diedin the yeare of Chriſt 
12 50. faith /ehn Bale, The ſame opinion is maintained 
by Thomas Aquenad (choller to Hales. Theſe their chiet- 
tains the ſcholeanen follow,and hence it is now a rece1- 
ved opinion among them of the Church of Rome, that 
tithes are iudicials, But one thing I wiſh ta be obſerued; 
that after the Pope had "ala corruption made tithes 
away from their. proper Churches by improprations,. 
then forſooth to ſalue this corruption, leaſt it might have 
beene thought open ſacriledge,theſe deviſes were firſt in- 
vented, T his -1 thought good to note, that.#t may bee 
knowne that this corrupt opinion of tthes came in with 
jnfiaite corruptions and deprauations of the truth. 


CHAP: 


CHAP. III. 


How Tithes ſtood in the time of the new 
Teſlament. 


A Fi-it bee examined 111 the next 
& place, how tithes ſtood in the 
time of the new Teſtament, In 


mention that tithes were pay ed, 
F nor any expreſle proofe that they 
ZN were not,but there js great proba» 
mp  bilitic that they were not. Filt, 
becauſe we finde no exprelle tc>, 
ftimonie for them. Secondly, becauſe thae vſc of paying 
tithes, as the Church then {toode,was fo incommodious 
and cumberſome that it could not well be praiſed. And: 
thereforc as circumciſion was laid afide for a time, whilſt 


Ifraell trauailed through the wilderneſſe, not becauſe - 


the/people of r1ght ought not then alſo to have vſed it, 
but becauſe zt was fo incommodious for that eſtate and 


time of the Church,that it could notwithout great trous : 
ble be practiſed : euen fo the vſe of tithes in the time of | 
Chriſt and his Apoſlles was laid afide, not becauſe it | 


ought not, but becaufeit could not without great incum- 
brance be done. And as Grcumation was refymed as 
foone as the eſtate of the Church could beare it:fo tithes 
werereeftabliſhed as ſoone as the condition of the church 
could ſuffer it,tor tithes can not wel be payed,but where 
ſoinc whoſe ſtate or kingdome receiveth Chriſtianitie, 

| Nand 


\ this time we finde no exrrelle 
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and where the maicſtrate doth fauour the Church,which 
was not as then. Now as ſoone as it can be ſhewed that 
a Maeſtrate did fauour the Church, fo ſoone will it alſo 
appeare that tithes were eſtabliſhed. 

' Thirdly, morcoucr tithes were payed to the pricſls 
and Leuites in the time of Chriſt and his Apoſtles,now 
the Iewiſh ſtaagogue muſt firſt be: buried, before theſe 


' things could be orderly done, when the ſinagogue was 


&. 


buryed,and the eſtate ofthe Church could beare the pra- 
Etiſe, then were tithes brought into vſe in the Church, 

Fourthly,in the times of the new Teſtament and ſome- 
what after, there was an extraordinary maintenance by 
a communitie of all things, which ſupplied the want of 
tithes, but this communitic was extraordinary, and not 
to lift alwaics : now as this extraordinarice maintenance 
decayed, tithes being the ordinarie maintenance of the 
miniſterie grew in vſec againe, and if it ſhould fo hap- 
pen, that the Church ſhould bee in the like cafe a» 

aine as then it was, then muſt paying of tithes ceaſe 
bs the ſame reaſon, as then it did. And then might that 
communitie be reduced againe for tifat time, that js,an 
cx<traordinarie maintenance at an extraordinarie time 2 
but this could not preiudice the right: of the ordinarie 
maintenance, when fit time ſerueth, albeit then that for 
theſe reaſons tithes were not vſcd de fatto inthe time of 
the new Teſtament, yet it appearcth that de re they 
ovght to have beene payed, it theſe incumbrances had 
not diſturbed the convenient prattiſe thereof: Mar. 2 3-23 
Tos tith mint and anniſe,and cummin,and-leane the weigh= 


- tier matters of the law, ec. theſe ought yee to haze done,and 


ot ro 'haue left the other vndone, from which words ti-- 
thing hath the approbation of Chriſt, as a thing that 
ought to be done, there is an appaliion betweene things 
of the ſame kinde, the greateit morall things in mercy 
and 11dgement,and the leaſtmorall things in paying the 
leaſt tithes, Thus Origen and other fathers vnderſtand 
theſe words, as belonging no leſle to Chriſbans, then to 


« 


T faſt twiſe mn the weeke, I one tthes cf aft that emer I poſ- 
ſeſſe,where we finde tithes accounted moral], as faſting, 
Heb,7.8. the Apoſtle ſheweth from e{brahams paying, 
tithcs to CMelichi/ſedech that Chrilts prieſthood s perpe- 


tpall, not ſubject to change as was that of Z-«y, which. 


declareth that tithes tollow that prieſthood-which 1s per- 
petuall. Briefly Ireafon thus,there is no proofe thiough 


- out all the new Teſtament, for any other ordinary main- _ 


tenance of the miniſtery:theretoic utkes remaine (till the 
ordinarie maintenance. 


But becauſe the Apoſtles times are ſo much obieed 


agamlt vs tor the pretended competencie, we mult bet- 


ter*con{:der theſe times fo tar forth as they touch this 
maintenarce, In the Apoltles writings ther be.two things 
to be obſcrued concerning this point. Fuſt the examples: 


of that maintenance which then was 3n vſe.| Secondly, 
the reaſons and proofes which the Apoſtles vie to moue | 
the people to coritiibute: both theſe things Nand againſt 


the pretended competencie, for if the cxamples be con- 


ſidered, that which was-done appcareth to be __ | 


elſe but almes, if the proofes be weighed, they are ſuc 


as proue another thing then that which then was praGti- | 
ſed, hnd it they bee well examined they prooue tithes | 
ducNow the Apoſtles reaſons are-good and ſtrong,when | 
as by ſuch proofes as indeed proue the ordinary mainte- | 


nance due, he calleth for ſome other thing of the people, 


becauſe tithes the ordinaty-maintenance could not in that 


cltate of the Church well bee payed. If theſe thmgs 
be exatvined 1n order, it will appeare fuſt by the exam- 
ples and practife-.of that trme, that thoſe contributions 
were nothing but-almes, for no man was compelled to: 
giue any thing, but euery man gane.as hee was moucd. 
It ſhall. bee ſufficient of many to ſhew a few exame 
ples, the Apoſtle ſpeaking of ſuch contribations R g- 
' panes. 15 426 .27. ſaith, zt bath pleaſed them of CMace- 
donia and eAchaia to make a eertaine aiſtribution, &c. By 
which words hee deſecribeth an almes,and in the words 
following,wherc he faith, /: pleaſed thers, + the dehtouns 
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bare they : he ſheweth this diſtribution was but almes, for 
if it were giuen at their pleaſure, and if they who recet« 
ved it, were their debtours, ſurely it can bee nothing but 
almes. The circumſtances of that a&tion-prove no lelle, 


for they of Macedonia and Achaia, as Iikewife they of 
Rome, were not bound in any other qutic then meere - 


charitie to maintaine thoſe at Rome. And as heere wee 
finde that hee accompteth it ſo, even ſo hee calleth it 1n 
plaine termes by the name of Almes, A.24.17. eAfter 


many yeeres 1 came and brought almes to my nation. By 


this it may appcare that the Apoltle accompted: ſuch 
contributions as then were vicd in the Church, meere 
Almes. s 
_ |Tertulkanſpeaking of this vſe,which as it ſeemed con- 
tinued to his time, ſaith thus : uUnr{ausq, ſtipem quum Ve- 
lit, c+ fi modo poſsit apponit nan nenso compellitur jed ſponte 
confert, Then from the'vſc and praQtiſe of the Apoſtles 
times nothing can bee proued but almes, and therefore 
: competent maintenance cannot bee drawen hence, 
r{t becauſe this competency by them who ſtriue for it, 
is not meant almes : ſecondly becauſe they who hould 
this, doe thinke that the people may bee compelled to 
contribute ſome thing, but this is direly againſt the vſe 
of the Apoſtles times, for no man was compelled, but 
that onely was taken which was willingly gtuen, T hird- 
ly becauſc they would haue it at the - © r_ea of the 
maieſtrate,which thing is not anſwerable to theſe times, 


{ This may ſuffice to proue that this competent mainte- 


nance doth not agree with the vſc of theſc times where- 
| of wee ſpeake. 

| This the Paldenſes and after them John Wiclife did 
| foreſee, and well vnderſtood, that if thepraQtiſe of the A- 
PR be vrged in this point,then aſluredly nothing can 
e clamed but almes. And therefore they vrging that vſe 
did truely thereupon couclude.that the miniſters mainte- 
nance muſt be almesthough they vrged thoſe ttmes with- 
out reaſon, yet that being once graunted the other muſt 

follow. 
is, Now 


$oeienn, 


Now let vs confider the reaſons which the| Apoſtles 
vie 1n moving thele contributions, theſe reaſons if a man 
conſider them aright,doe rcach farther then they are ap- 
plyed,and indeed doe conclude another thing, for ſeeing 
the contributions then praiſed were almes,and the rea- 
ſons confirme a due maintenance, ſurely they confirme 
another thing then was prattiſed at that time. For ex- 
ample the reaſons whereof wee! hane ſpoken, 1. Cor.g, 
Who goeth to warfare at any t1me of hu owne (coſt ? whe 

lanteth 4 vineyard and eateth not of the frutt thereof ? or 
who feedeth a f'ocks and eateth not of the milke ? Thhele rea- 
{ons doe not i, much proue that which then was in vſe, 
as aniother thing : what that other thing 1s, that is heere 
in queſtion ? wee fay tithes : other ſay,a competent main- 
tenance, but theſe reaſons prouec the ordinary |mainte- 
' nance of miniſters due. 

Now becaule tithes,the ordinary maintenance, could 
not bee payed without great incumbrance, the reaſons 
ſhew that in place thereof for a' time ſome other thing 


mult of right bee payed. So the Apollle reaſoneth, , 


1.Cor.g. 13. Doe you not know that they who miniſter a= 
bout the holy things,eate of the things of the temple,and they 
who wazte at the alter, ave partakers,of the altar ? So alfo 
hath the Lord ordamed that they who preach the Goſ- 
pell ſhould lue of the Goſpell, | 
his reaſon concludeth very ſtrongly for tithes, and 
fotgothing elſe, for it muſt be graunted that the Apoltles 
words concluding ſomething certainely, doe rather con- 
clude that which was the ordinarie maintenance com- 
monly recejued in the Church, then that which was ne- 
ner in vſe in the Church, certainly not in thoſe| tymes, 
Nom tithes were ordinarily recewued' 1n the Church, as 
the minifters maintenance, but this competencie |as i 1s 
vrged, was neuer in vie in the Church, {rely not in the 
A poſtolike trmes. Now 1t were hard to ſay thatthe A- 
poſtle reaſoneth for ſuch a thing as was ncuer in vſe. | 
Againe, the Apoſtle ſaith, the Lord hath ordained 
the mumſters maintcnance, this ordinance 3s not zndimi- 
2 Þ G.11j, dun 
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dunm varurs, but ſome certaine thing, beeing a part of 
zods worſhip, Now we can fay that tithes are the: Lords 
certaifie ordinance, but who is able to ſay and proue ſo 
much for this competent maintenance ? As for the vſe 
and praiſe of the Apoſtles times, afluredly it wayno 
perpetuall ordinance of the Lord, but an extraordinarie 
vſe for a time: wee ſeeking the ordinary-muntenance, 
and this being extraordinaric to induce but for a ſhort 
time, ſhall neuer finde that which we fecke in the vic 
and praQuſe of thoke times. Then whereas the. Apoltle 
faith, the Lord hath ordained that they who preach the 
goſpell,thould live of the goſpell, there muſt be ſome or- 

dinance of the Lord ſhewed, but none can bee ſhewed, 

but either tithes or the vie of the Apoſtolike times, there 
fore this ordinance mult eyther be tithes, or a!mes, but 
not almes : for this vſc of the Apoſtles times were extra- 

ordinarie, therefore the ordinary and perpetuall ordi- 
nance ofthe Lord for the miniſters maintenance,can be 

nothing-elfe but tithes; and that the reaſons vied by the 

Apoſtle doe in truth confirme tithes, albeit they name 

not tithes,it is the 1ugdement of divers fathers, as heereaf- 
ter may aPPpeare. | 

Now that which ſtandeth with beſt reaſon, with the 

perpetuall and ordinary prattife of the Church before 

and ſince Chriſts time,and hath the full conſent and teſti- 

monieof the auncients, I prefer before that which ſtand- 

eth with no reaſon, was neuer vſed in the Church, and 

hath the teſtumonic of no auticientfather. . 
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How Tithes ſtoode in the ages of the Charth af- 
ter the Apoſtles, wherein the point in queſtion 
is confirmed by the teſlimonie of fathers 1ith- 
out ccntradiction, vntill Antichriſt by vſur- 
ped authoritie diſordered the Charth. 


3 ANE2M Ow long that communitie of 
hs 75) all thivgs laſted in the Church, 
SE which began in the Apoſtles 
28 times, Wee — de- 
Ag termine, but it ſeerfieth to haue 
J/I8} beene in ſome vſe in Terrallians 
'$ time, for ſo hec faith, os ſunt 
4 => inads/creta apud nos preter VXores. 

' Euſebirs Jaboureth to prove out 
of Phlo,that the Chriſtians at Alexandria conuerted by 
CMark, had all things common. But the teftimony of 
Philo ſpeaketh of thoſe who were called Eſſzs, not of 
Chriſtians, yet that this communitie was long continu« 


Apol. cap.39. 
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ed among chriſtians, it is out of doubt. Some thinke that 


L'-banus Biſhop of Rome Ann.2 23.did make ſome mu« 
tation in the vſc of this communitie,who firſt of all is re- 
ported to haue retained lands to the Church yſe, for 
whereas before we read At.2. 34. 45 many as were poſ- 
 ſeſſonrs of land's, ſold them and brought the price to the eA« 
Peſtles : Atterward it was. thought expedient tor the per- 
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etvall reliefe of the Church, that ſuch lands ſhould not 
F ſould, and the price giuen, but the lands themſclues 
ſhould be giuen to the Church, Faſſiculus remporum: al- 
cribeth this to Vrbanus,predia cepit eccleſia Poſcidere baits 
( hain ) rempore, de quibus clericts & notarys [umptus de- 
putabant qus 7:5ita martirum con{cripſerunt, antea Viue- 
bant more Apoſtolico qui in ati + Apoſtrlorum ſcribetar. 
Marſh Patawinzts ſaith hikewiſe,that Yrbar was the firſt 
that polleſled lands ang temporaltes, yet ut ſeemeth that 
vle began before 7 rbanm hs time, if Gratias cite truely 
the wards of } rbay. 

Albeit there may be ſome queſtion of the authoritie 
of this teltimonie, the credit whereof I will nener fecke. 
to ſalue: yet becauſe in-a matter of ſtory, it agreeth with 
other ſtorics of that time, I thincke it not amiſle for the 
{tories {fake to {et it downe as it is 11 Gratzar, and in the 

« fi:{t tome of counce's, /tdentes autem ſumme [aceraotes, 
« & aly atq, Lenite,c+c. that is, The chicfe Biſhops and 0= 
« ther, and the Leuites or mn maſters, and the reſt of the 
« faithfull percewing that whereas lands and inheritances 
« Were wont to be ſold, and the price given to the Church, 
« it might be more profitable if thole lands and inheritan- 
« Ces heniducs were gwen to the Churches that arc £0- 
' « yerned by Biſhops, becauſe the faithtull that live in com+ 
« Mon might better be ſerved and much more conveni- 
« ently by therents of ſuch lands bothfor the preſent time, 
«, and for the time to come, then by the price in money : 
hecreupon thoſe lands huh betore they were accuſto- 
« med to fell, they bcgunne to bcſtow vpon Cathedrall 
« Churches, nd to hue of the rents. Now theſe lands were 
« within the priuledge of cucry ſuch diocefles of the Bi- 
« {hoppes who hold the place of the Apoltles,. and fo the 
« fame lands are, and for the time to come oughtro be. Qut 
« of theſe, the Biſhops being faithiull ſtewards heereof 
« ought to miniſter all awe Sr to them that: delire to 
\ los in common,fo that among them none want,for theſe 
« things are the oblutions fits: faithful}, by theſe meanes 
«. the cathedral churches gouerned by the Biſhops have by 
Gods 
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Gods help. had ſuch increaſe, and ſo many fo well pro- ,, 
uided, that among them none that liveth in| common z, 
wanteth any thing, but receiueth all neceſfaries from the ,, 
Biſhop and his miniſters. And therefore if either now,or ,, 
heereafter any ſhall take thoſe lands, let him bee ac- ,, 
curſed, &c. | | 
Out of which teſtimonie, firſt it appeareth, that the' 
communitie of things laſted in ſome {ort to this time, 
and therfore tithes are not ſpoken of ſolong as this com- 
munitie was in vſe. It is alſo apparant by that which fol-! 
lowed,that this thing was the far{[t occaſion that the come 
munity ceaſed,and that tithes came in vie againe, Second-. 
ly, we obſcrue that the land and temporalties of Biſhops 
were not for this -end, and vſe giuen them, that they! 
ſhould keepe all to them(ſelues, but that they thence: 
might comfort ſuch as wanted, efpecially in the mint-: 
ſtcry. Thirdly, it appeareth plaine ſacnledge to take: 
ſuch lands and temporalties away from the Biſhops:and 
the Church, For firſt the lands were ſold and the price 
given, af erward the lands were given, ifit wete in the 
choiſe of the giuers, whether they would giuc the price 
in money, or 1n lands: ] demauiid this queſtion, when- 
they gaue the price in money,was It not facriledge to take | 
it back againe, or any part thereof? as Anuanias and Saphi-' 
radid, «Att.;5 1: Now if it were fuch facriledge to take | 
backe the price, is not the ſame to be thought of the | 
lands themſelues 2 for in this queſtion, what difference | 
3s betweene the Jands, and the price of thoſe lands 2? | 
Now whereas the queſtion may be moved concerning | 
Abby lands, which were gjuen for ſuperſtitious vſes : 
fiiit the Cwuihans and Canoniſts are agreed vpon the 
poynt; forthe Canoniſtshold that a cuſtome may make 
al.,w how crroneous ſocuer the beginning was ; the C1- | 
willans wdge that if a thing be giuen to the Church tor 
vnlawtull vies,thoſe vics mult bee altered, but the thing 
| rem.ine. But now admitung that an errour;in the bee- | 
| ginnmg make a nullitiein the gift from the beginning :.. 
| yet we lay this toucheth not Biſhoprik lands at all,tos 
H whos 
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whoſeuer 1s diligent in the ſtory of the Church, will con« 
feſle a great diftcrence betweene' lands given to Biſhop- 
nks;and to Abbyecs ? for Biſhoprick lands were giuen 
preſently vpon theplanting of Churches. And no ſtory 
can fhew that ever there was a Churchplanted in the 
be't times : but cither lands were committed to the g0- 
nernment of Biſhops for the vſc of the Church, or elſe 
the price was brought to them, who then gouerned the 
Churches:but in Abbey lands the caſe was nothing like, 
for thns indowment of Abbyes with lands was of late, in 
the time of ſuperſtition, brought in vſc,not vpon the cal- 
ling and planting, but vpon the corrupting of Churches, 
For which cauſe| it muſt be confeſſed that theſe two 
things, arenot to beſpoken of confuſedly, as if one and 
the {ſame caſe werein both,fecing they are from (uch dif+ 
fering beginnings,and for ſuch drffering ends. 

T hus much then may be drawen, I ſay not from Ur. 
bans his teſtimony, but from the pra&tiſe of the Church 
in the Apoſtles times, that whatſocuer was. giuen to the 
Church, there being no errour or ſuperſtitionan the gift, 
that of right ought to remaine to the Church and to 
take that away, 1s ſacriledge, what 1s ſacriledge if this be 
not ? : 

Now as this doth maintaine the right of Biſhops 
temporaltics to the Church, becauſe that gift was giuen 
to the Church inthe beginning without errour or ſuper- 
ſition : ſo it maintaineth the right of tithes, which hauc 
beene gwen by the common conſent of Chriſtians to 
the Church. If there were no other right ſauing this, 
that tithes have beene dedicated to the Church, and in 
that dedication there was no crrour or ſuperſtition, this 
were enough to proue that tithes could not be taken a- 
way, no more then efnarias and Saphyra might take a- 
way any part of that which they had vowed to the 
Church. Butwhen we haue this reaſon added to the ex- 
preſſe will of God, that all tithes are the Lords, alwaics 
to bee ginento him, as we hane ſhewed, heerein muſt 
necdes be double facriledge, and manifclt iumpicty _ 
mute 
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mitted,to take that away from God,which God and man 
hath decreed ſhould be his. 

A learned and godly miniſter of Scotland bath fet 
foorth of late certaine fermons againſt facriledge, yet 
not tquching this queſtion of tithes 1m this ſort, but ra- 
ther declaring his opinion, that im ſome caſes tithes 
might be changed into another meanes of ſufficient pro- 
wion, if ſuch godly zeale were now among men; 4s 
was of old time, yet theſe caſes wherein this change 
may be admitted, hee doth not open, but as now the 
Zeale of men {tandeth, hee 1s vtterly againſt the change 
But it tareth with him, as un muſt needes doe with all that 
ſincerely write eyther againſt facriledge or forthe main» 
tenance of miniſters, for let a man throughly touch theſe 
points, and will hee, nili hee, hee ſhall prove tithes due, 
as this man doth, though not purpoſing the ſame, for 
hee proueth, that to take away any thing of that which 
15 holy to God, 15 facriledge. Now that tithes are cuer: 


holy to God, wee haue proved, both dedicated to him! 


by man, and aduouched by himſelfe, fo that of all things 
that can bee called holy in this ſenſe, nothing hath that 


lace before tithes. If then ſacriledge be in taking away | 
hot things from God and his Church, it appeareth. 
more in taking away tithes,thenin any other thing whats ; 
{ocuer. Neither can ſacriledge hecrem be excuſed though | 


men {hon!d cltablith ſomething in place of that holy 
thing taken away, = 


% bu 


Firlt, beecauſe the changing of holy things is ſacri- | 


ledze no lefle ({ though happely a leſle kinde of ſacri- 
ledze) then taking away of the fame. If Vabacudaczzer 


having taken away the holy veſſels out ef the houfe of | 


the Lord, ſhould in place thereof haue put ſome other : 
might his facriledge thereby be excuſed ? or Beltaſſar ta- 
king the veſlels of the Lords houſe,and in them banquet- 
ung with his Lords and. Concubines,tt he ſhould{in ſtead 
there of kane placed other, conld any iuſtifie his ſacri- 
edge therefore ? no more can the taking away of tithes 
bee ultitcd, though ſomething in place thereofſhoutd 

H.1j. be 
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whoſeuer is diligentin the ſtory of the Church, will con= 
feſle a great diftcrence betweene lands given to Biſhop- 
riks;and to Abbyes ? for Biſhoprick lands were giuen 
preſently vpon the planting of Churches. And no ſtory 
can ſhew that ever there was a Churchplanted in the 
be!t times : but either lands were committed 'to the g0- 
nernment of Biſhops for the vic of the Church, or elſe 


the price was brought to them, who then gonerned the 


Churches:but in Abbey lands the caſe was nothing like, * 


for thns indowment of Abbyes with lands was of late, in 
the time of ſuperſtition, brought in vſc,not vpon the cal- 
ling and planting, but vpon the corrupting of Churches, 
For which cauſe it muſt beconfeffed that theſe two 
things, are not to beſpoken of confuſedly, as if one and 
the ſame caſe were in both,feeing they are from ſuch dif- 
fering beginnings, and for ſuch drffering ends. 

Thos much then may be drawen, I ſay not from Ur. 


* bam his teſtimony,but from the pra&tife of the Church 


i the Apoſtles times, that whatſoeuer was' given to the 
Church, there being no errour or ſuperſtition i the gift, 
that of right ought to remaine to the Church and to 
take that away, is ſacriledge, what is ſacriledge if this be 
not? 

Now as this doth maintaine the right of Biſhops 
temporaltics to the Church, becauſe that gift was giuen 
to the Church in the beginning without errour or ſuper- 
ſition : ſo it maintaineth the right of tithes, which hauc 


: beene given by the common conſent of Chriſtians to 


the Church. If there were no other right ſauing this, 
that tithes have beene dedicated to the Church, and in 
that dedication there was no crrour or ſuperſtition, this 
were enough to proue that tithes could not be taken a- 
way, no more then e-Lnanias and. Saphyra might take a- 
way any part of that which they had vowed to the 
Church. Butwhen we haue this reaſon added to the ex- 


| Preſſe will of God, that all tithes are the Lords, alwaics 


to bee ginento him, as we hane ſhewed, heerein muſt 
ncedes be double fſacriledge, and manitclt unpicty __ 
muttc 


0 
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_ 


hath decreed ſhould be his. 


A learned and godly miniſter of Scotland bath ſet 


foorth of late certaine ſermons againſt facriledge, yet 
not tquching this queſtion of uthes m this ſort, but ra- 
ther declaring his opinion, that .m ſome caſes tithes 


might be changed into another meanes of ſufficient pro- | 
won, if ſuch godly zeale were now among, men; 4s | 
was of old time, yet theſe caſes wherein this change 

may be admitted, hee doth not open, but as now the 

zeale of men (tandeth, hee is vtterly againſt the change» | 
Butit fareth with him, as un muſt necdes doe with all that | 
ſincerely write eyther againſt ſacriledge or for the main=- | 
tenance of miniſters, for {et a man throughly touch theſe | 
points, and will hee, nili hee, hee ſhall prone tithes due, ! 


as this man doth, though not purpoſing the ſame, for 
hee proueth, that to take away any thing of that which 
15 holy to God, 15 ſactiledge. Now that tithes are cuer 
holy to God, wee have proved, both dedicated to him 


by man, and aduouched by himſelfe, ſo that of all things . 


that can bee called holy in this ſenſe, nothing hath that 
lace before tithes. If then ſacriledge be in taking away 
hot things from God and his Church, it appeareth 
mote in raking away tithes, thenin any other thing what= 
focuer. Ne:ther can ſacriledge heerem be excuſed though 
men {hou:d eſtabliſh ſomething in place of that holy 
thing taken away, 

Firlt, beccauſe the changing (of holy things is ſacri- 
Icd ze no lefle ( though happely a leſle kinde of facri- 
ledzc) then taking away of the fame.. If Vabacidaczzer 
hauing taken away the holy veſſels out ef the houfe of 
the Lord, thould in place thereof haue put ſome other : 
might his facriſedge thereby be excuſed? or Beltaſſay ta- 
king the veſlels of the Lords houſe,and in them banquet- 
ung with his Lords and Concubines,tt he ſhouldiin ftead 
there of haue placed other, conld any iuſtific his ſacri- 
tedge therefore ? nomore can the taking away of tithes 
bee wltitied, thouzh ſomething in place thereofſhould 

H.1j. be 
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mitted,to take that away from God,which God and man 


- ha. 
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bee appointed by men. Secondly , againe albeit wee 
ſhould admit, that in ſorne things of the Church this 
might bee done, yet that it can bee in tiches wee vtrer- 
ly denie, vnlel[e it bee proucd that the change 15 made 
by the ſame power and authoritie by which tithes are 
made holy to God : now wee have ſhewed that man 
did not make tithes holy to God and his Church, but 
the Lord himſfelte. | 
Heerein then wee hauc not. onely the conſent of 
man, but the expreſle approbation of God,ſo that if all 
the men of the world ſhould agice to change tithes, yet 
this would not make it lawtfall without exprefle war- 
rant from God, who hath appropriated tithes to him» 
ſelfe, and out of his owne right aſs!gneth them to the 
maintenance of the miniſteric. Thirdly, what reaſon 
ſhould moue any man to thinke it ſacriledge, to take a- 
way lands giuen to the Church, albeit giuen for ſuper- 
ſitous vſes; and yet thinke it no ſacriledge to take away 
or change tithes, which were not giuen for ſuperſtitious 
vices, but for maintenance of preaching ? For hee that 
alloweth ſome other prouiſion in place of tithes, Frami- 
tcth that to take away tithes in ſome caſe, is not ſacri- 
ledge: It the reſtitution of ſome proviſion in place of 
tithes. could f{alue the Sacriledge, why may not the Sa- 
cniledge of men bee excuſed, who take away as much 
of the Church lands as are at the value of tenne thou- 
ſand pounds, and in place thereof giue tenne pounds ? 
For when any thing 1s taken away, that a thing of the 
{ame value ſhould bce rcttored, who can expe&t ? and 
and who ſhall bee 1wudge? if then to giue ſome thing 1n 
place of that which is taken away , ſalue it from the 
crime of Sacriledge, who ſeeth not to what a wretched 
eſtate the Chureh muſt necdes bee brought ? for may 
not all bee taken away, and ſomething bee giuen backe 
in place thereof,/and yet that ſomething bee as. good 


' as nothing ? But they who admit that tithes may bee 


taken away fromthe Church, doe it with this caution, 


fo chat a ſufficient prouiſion bee left. T his is a caltle in 
| the 
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the ater, that neuer ſtoode on the earth. For if wee 
ſpeake of the ordinary maintenance of the preaching 
miniſterie,a ſufficient maintenance 1s not, neither at any 
time hath beene without tithes, and in this point the 
world 5 not hike to alter, | 
Then to (ſpeake of a ſufficient maintenance without 
tithes,is but a conceit 1n the braines of fomermen, which 
neuer was brought into ation never will be:God allow- | 
ing a ſufficient maintenance to the miniſtery,nameth it | 
tithes. Now what ſtipend can man name that will ſup- : 
ply the place of tithes? Iſuppoſe it would | much trou- | 
ble the wiſeſt ro name a [hpend that would bee ſuff ici- 
cnt at all times;but tithes are ſufficient at all times, how- 
ſocuer the price of things riſe or f.ll, the miniſter hath 
his part with his people in all eſtates by tithes ; which 
proportioning of the miniſters eſtate making it able to | 
an{were all eſtates a hke,whether deare,or cheape : pro- : 
cecding from the wiſdom of God cannot be bettered or 2. 
matched by mans wiſdom, Were it not then much caſi- 
er to bring that ordinance in vſe,which ſtandeth ſo agree. 
able with the lawes of God,& nature,& of godly kings: 
then to deuiſe {trange courſes, which neuer were in vſe; 
and being deuiſed will never prove ſuff icient? But let vs | 
returne to the vſe of this time whereof wee ſpeake. ; | 
The vſe of giuing lands to chiefe Churches, whether 
begun before Vrbay, or by him, fo much as in him ly- 
eth, he confirmeth, prouiding that choſe land3.ſo giuen 
may bee retained to the vſe of the Church, ſuch lands 
and poſleſs1ons were then given to the head Churches 
of cuery countrey, and committed to the Bithops who | 4 
gouerned thoſe Churches, as to wiſe and faithtull (te- 
wards to husband the ſame, according to the neceflitics 
of the Church through their dioceiles. It grew after- 
ward in proceſle of time, that the Biſhops held thoſe | 
lands for their proper vſes, but this was | ny a latter \ R; 
vſe,the diſtribution of Church goods, being firſt brought 
into foure parts, and by little and little afterward, as 
authority ſo power to maintaine that authoritic falling 
H.ui, mto 
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into the hand of one man. The former vſe was fo anci- 
ent, that it is hard to fetch the beeginning thereof. In 
Lib the time of Vrbanus Origes liucd, tor Hierom ſaith, that 
de {criptor. Origen was 17, yeares oldin the tenth yeare of Sexerus, 
GAS and dicd about the 70. yeate of his age,ſo bee liued long 
| before and after the time wherein Urban latin the Sea 
ot Rome. In his time that order of the Church, which 
betore was held in the communitie of all things decay- 
ing : tithes were accounted due, and called for. I hat 
thus they were accounted in his time, it appearcth by 
Orig. Hom 11, thele teſtimonies : Duomodo abunaat infliru noſtra pluſs 
mm Num, quam Scrbarum @& - Phariſcorum, /# ills de frutlibus tere 
* re ſue ouſtare non audent, pria/quam primilias [acerdoti- 
bus efferant, & Lomns decims ſeparentur : & ego mhil 
horum faciens frnttb: 1s terre ita abutar, vt ſaceraos nes 
cz: et, Lemites 1 anoret Aiuinum altare non'entiat ? where O- 
rien tor the farther manifeſtation of his meaning doth 
diſtinguith theſe tearmes, /ex, mandata, mſtificationes, 
precepta, reftmnia, but foraſmuch as ſerueth our Pure 
pole, hee obſerueth that it 15 not written, hec ef? ; x de- 
cimarum, as it is written of things ceremonial : hec eff 
lex paſche, lex Azymorum, lex circumcs/ionts, where Ori- 
gen noteth that'ithis 1s a mark of aceremonic, for of ſuch 
It 15 neuer wiitten faith hee, hoo eff man: Laracn Paſche, 
but hec eff ex Paſche, ec. by which he proueth that 
tithes are no cercmonies, and he Jayeth downe this polt- 
tion, { hriſt:us nos redemiut de maleds*! o legs, non de male- 
difto mandatti, ner de maleditto feffimoniy aut indinwrum, 
which lentence ivould bee fauourably. expounded, as ta» 
: KIr.g waleaitym tor the obligation which did bring the 
— i || curſe with it : but I ſeeke out onely the iudgement of 
Or47en for the point in queſtion : vpon theſe reaſons he 
{aith planely,Ganc ego legam (peaking of the Jaw wheres 
by tithes were payed) ob/erwart etians jecrmdum literam, 
ficnt & alia nornulla _—_— puto, and againe, yon Vis 
delur huiz'mods anima habere memoriam De, nec cogt« 
ture, nec credere quia Dem dederi ſruttus quos capt, quos 


1,4 recoudit quaſy alienes a Des, ſi emnm a.Deo /ibs aates 
creaeret, 


CHAP.V. 


trederet, [coret vin, munerando Sacerdotes, howorare De- 
#13 de datis CO muneribus ſur, farther he expoundeth that 
faying, CMat, 2 J- theſe things you onght to haxe aone, and 
rot to haut left the other wndone : to bee a precept no leſle 
for the vſe of Chriſtions, then Tewes, Out of which teſti- 
monies ve ſce plainely what Origen (whom Hierom aC- 
counteth the molt learned of the Fathers) efteemcth of 
tithes. Of diucrfe things ſo expreſly affirmed by ' hun, 
we may eſpecially oblzrue two. 

Firſt, that Oz7#gen(who by Hicroms account\was borne 
in the yeare of Chriſt 188. ) had recejucd from his el- 
ders no other knowledge of this queſtion, then this, that 
tithes are due among Chriſtians, /ecundun: literam aſwell 
as among ewes. 

Secondly, it is to bee obſerued, that as ſoone as wee 
firſt heare any thing ſpoken of this queſtion inthe church 
we finde that tithes were not accounted ceremoniall, or 
iudiciall, but morall and perpetuall precepts for the 
Church. Now as 9rigen recciucth and reporteth the do- 
Arine of the Church before him, ſo immedjately fucs 


ceeding the Apoſtles, for betweene the death of /ohz the - 


Apolt| ce, and Ortren were but $4. yeares, {o that which 
Ortgen heere dc jnereth of tithes, was neuer crofled in the 
Church following, till Antichriſt oppreſled all. Now 
this ſcemeth to mee, a very-great preſumption for the 
ecuth, if there were 10 more; That a ſondiewns ſhould bee 
keptin the beſt times of the Citunch. {o long vncontro]- 
ied, and neuer altered, till the milt of ſuperſtition came 
in, which changed all things. But let vs conſider the reſt 
veluch fo:low. 


Next after Origen followeth Cyprian who reprouing Cy prian ep 66, 


Gem mils Fanſtians, whom Gems Fittor had made 0+ 
aerſcer of his will this hee ſharply rebuking as being a- 
gainſt the Canoys ſaith, that miniſters (or as he termeth 
them by a word in vſe in that age, Preſbyters ) haue no« 
thing to doe with ſecular aflaites: : but as the Leuites had 
no other buſineſle but to attend onthe Altar,ſo the Lord 
had prouided for miniſters,that they might not be draws 
Cl 
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en-by worldly occafions from their holy buſineſle : but 
' might live of that honorable ſtipend with their brethe- 


ſ>>rrulantium ren, as they who' receiued tithes of the fruit of the earth, 


frachuls, 


i 
< 


&c. T anquam decimas ex ſrutly accipientes ab altars & ſa= 
crificys non recedant,ſed die ac note celeſt:buu rebus ac (þ1- 
ritzalibus ſertutant Where he ſaith the miniſters led in 
houore ſportulant mm fratrum: It ſheweth that auncient vſe 
whereof we ſpake betore,that the goods of the Church, 

whether rents of lands, or tithes, or whatſocuer other, 
prowſion, were in his time retained acco1 ding to the an- 
cient cultome, 1n the Biſhops hands, and out' of them 
did the Biſhop miniſter to the neceſſitie of euery one, for 
{portula was the ſtipend or allewance of each Preſbyter 
or miniſter, which the Biſhop then vied to diſtribute a- 


' mong them, of the goods of the Church. This was the 


ancient vſe of the Church, before the diuſfion of Part: 
ſhes: for at this time the Siibon of Pariſhes was not yet 
inil;tuted,ſo wee finde tithes payed before Pariſhes were 
deuvided: but then brought to the Biſhop and by him 
di{tributed among the Miniſters $. 

It is the common opinion that Dyoni724 did, firſt in- 


Ls decreta ftitute the dceutfion of the pariſhes, who was Biſhop of 


Dion & 
Ccaul.13.4,1, 


Rome by Hieroms account in the yeare 266. that is ſome 

cight years after { yprians marty! dome or Orizens death, 

for they two dyed almoſt within one yeare. By this time 
pariſhes began to be. deurded, and tithes order y aftigned 
to ſeuerall Churchts, 

Heere the -que{tion may be moued,when began tithes 
tobe diltin&ly ats1gned to their ſcuer: ill Churches. T his 
queſtion wee mooue for our minithers at the common 
law,who following Fcommon error,and taking vp ſome 
rumor without (k. nnng,hould that tithes were not aſ- 
fgncd to any certaine Churches before the councell of 
Lateran : and that in the former 1imes before that coun- 
cell,itwas lawful tor a man to pay tithes to what Church 
he would; fo he paied,it was no matter to whom. But this 
15 a tale not onely without all groiid of ſtory,but agamſt 
the tcſt:;monie/of aundients : for preſently vpon the de- 

whoa 
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wifion of pariſhes, it was afsigned to what ſeveral chur- 

ches tithes ſhould be.paid.Gratian bringeth a teſtimony | 

out of D410ni/i himlelte to prove this. Eecleſras ſimgulas, » Caul: 3.9.2. 

ex that is *wee haue aſsjgned ſeuerall churches tor ſe- » 

verall miniſters, and deuided to cach their pariſhes and » 

church-yards, & appointed that cuery one ſhould haue z, 

their proper right, fo that none may intrude vpon the » 

parith or11ght of another. The ſame 33 alfo confirmed by ,, 

the tcſtimonic of Leothe fourth, who ſaith,de decimes Cc ,, 

that 35, concerning tithes not wee onely, but allo thoſe ,, 

aunceaunts that haue bene before vs, haue thought good , 

that the people ſhould pay them to baptiſmal] Churches, © 

By a baprtiſmall Chuch is meant ſuch a Chuch where 

all who dwell within the-circuit of that pariſh ought!to 

be baptiſed, and it 1s diltinguiſhed by this name from 

Chappels, for albeit diverſe Chappels were faunded 

within the ſame circuit, yet it was the ancient order that 

Buptiſine might not bee celebrated in thoſe Chappels, 

but onely in the chtete Church in that circuit. This 1s 

confirmed out of a councell of Tolede, plures bapti/males Cavf.18.9.r. . 

eccleſiq in wna terminaticne eſſe non poſſunt, ſed Ina tan- | Pcs. 

1173999949 C1118 capellis {urs T he counkel called (; abulonenſe 

about the yeare 650. hath thus : Eccleſie antzquitns con Ibid, Bedlefia 

ſtutnte nec decimis, nec vila poſſeſſione prunentrr,ura vt nouts 

oratorys tribuantur, And in caſe a man ſhould builda 

Church or Ch:ppell within his owne bbertie, yet hee 

mght not pay tithes to it, but the tnhes muſt goe to the 

auncient Church as in former times, tor {o ſa'th a coun» | | 

cel of Wornies about the time-of Charles the| great. Vue Ibid.qnicune | 

cung; volaerit Fc. that 1s, If any man will build a new ; 

Church within his owne liberty, hee may, ſo hee have the 

conſent of the Biſhop tn whole giocetle it 1s, but then the 

Biſhop muſt progide that the auncient Churchs looſe 

not their right and tithes, by theſe new,but-the tuul:cs are 

alwaies to be payed to the auncient Churches. 

eAnaſtaſizs Biſhop of Rome, Aun. 358. hath two teftt>, | | 

 monic«to the ſame purpole,Sa/#12245 &cathat 15, We 2P= tbid.ftatuinu | 

pout that if any {hall with- hoJd the tithes and my 
| | - which 
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« which the people are to pay,or ſhall giue them from the 
* baptiſmall Churches without the knowledge of the Bi- 
« thop, or of him whoſe duetic 3t is to looke thereto, and 
* will not be ruled by their counſc}l, he be accurſedand de- 
« barred from the communion, 

Now if hence any ſhall ſurmiſe that hee may by the 
{uffterance of the Bulhop doc this, becauſe he is comman- 
+ ded without hes knowledge not to doe it: that is anſwe- 
FE: || red, Concil. Wormac : that the Biſhop himſelfe may not 
4 give that licenſe to pay tithes from Baptiſmal! Churches, 
1 bid.q.”, andin another place it is ſaid, that if the Biſhop ſhould 
| do ſo,he ſhould turne the houſe of God into a den of 
| theeues, and ſhould therefore bee excommunicate with- 
3 Cauſa16 gr, outhopeof returne. A gaine, Anaſtaſin ſaith, quidam laits 
_ Sis gn vel in proprys,vel in beneficys ſuas habent ba{ilicas,con- | 
1 | rempta Epiſcops diſpsſitione, non ad Eccleſias vb bapti/mum 
i CF predicationem,& alia Chriſti Sacrameta perciptuunt, de- 
cimas ſuas dant, ſed propriys Baſilieis,vel alys Eccleſrus pro 
[bits ſus tribunnt,quod emuibus mods legs & ſacrts canoe 
nbus conſtat eſſe contrarium. The councell of Chalcedon 
Can, 16. witneſleth that the country pariſh Churches 
were vnder the iurrfdzQtion of ſeuerall Biſhops, and if a 
queſtion roſe to which Biſhop the parith belonged, go. 
yeares preſcription was required to proue the right. 1f a- 

ny citic ſhould bee afterward renued by the authoritie of 
the Emperour, then the ordination of Pariſhes ſhould 
follow the new ordination of that citic. Thus were pariſh 
Churches vnder the gouernmentof Biſhops, and tithes 
aſſigned to their proper Churches,long before the coun- 
ccll of Zateran : that counſell prouided nothing at all in 
this point, onely whereas the Regulars and Seculars were 
then deuiſing a trick to defraud the Churthes of tithes, 
the counſell prouided to take order to ſtop that iniuftice; 
for the Reyulars and Seculars when they let their houſes 
or farmes, would conenant that the farmer ſhould pay 
tithes to them, heercby the Church to whoſe pariſh the 
farme belonged, was defrauded, To redreſle this abuſe 
tic counſel] of Lateran,f ap. 56.0rdaineth that ſuch tithes 
: | ſhould 
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ſhould not be payed to the land-lords, but to the pariſh 
Church. This 15therather to be noted, becauſe it ope- 


neth the manner and beginning of that wickednes,which 


came 1n by ſuch fraternities, for trom theſe beginnings 


impropriations came in,now the-counſell cunning]ly hel- 


ped forward the matter, tor by taking away private au-: 


thoritie, there was a priuwledge cunningly thruſt into the 


Popes hands, and therefore this abuſe was forbidden by | 


the counſel], becauſe they who would doeit, mult fetch 
a licenſe trom. the Pope, tor before this time began thoſe 
diſperſations as heereafter will bee thewed. |Betore wee 
proceede to the tellimonics of ſucceeding Fathers,one 


thing I would note concerning patronages of Churches, . 


for that 15 a thing not vaworthie of knowledge, and per- 
taining to the queſtion which I follow. 


The Church had of old,cuen fromthe A poltles times, 


or very neare them, lands and poſleftions, which were : 


deſpoted by the chiefe of the clergy,thatis,Biſhops, there 


were 1l(o, as pariſhes were diltinguthed, ſome portions +: 


of land aſſigned to every pariſh Church, Miniſters then 


hauing temporalties, as now wee call them, it could not 


chooſe but queſtions might arife concerning thoſepol= | 


O . . 
{ctſions. Now when any troubleſome queſtion did ariſe, 


thoſe godly men in the beginning would not heeconten- 
tious 11 thelaw, no' notfor their owne lands, wherefore 
becauſe they ſhould neither bee drawen from(the ſeruice 
of the Church through ſutes,nor yet looſe their land vp- 
pon the ſute of contentious men : there were certaine 
temporall men appointed eyther by godly kings, whom 


Aarſilns Pataninus calleth Legi\latores,or by {uch as 


gave thoſe lands, tg be Patrons of Churches,who might 
be readie to defend. the Church-rights, that the Biſhops 
and Paſtors mizht with more ftrut, and lefle- incuri- 
brance apply their vocations. 


AMarſilns Patanmin; witnetleth thus much : Dominmum Defenſpac. 
temporalty que ſant pro miniſtrory Enagelicorys ſuſtentario. part z Cap, 14 


ne ſtatnta, eſt legiſlatorts ant ems vel eorn, qui per legiflato» 


rem ad hoc fuermt deputati,uel per eo: qu talia dedernnt,f; ig 


Ly, fucrms 
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frermt fmgrlares perſont, que ſupra dlifta temmpoyalia dede- 


rint, et ordriranerint ex bonts ſms ad [rem predifiam. Vus 


| ſequiaerm ſie ftatmts ad eccleſiaFticorum temporalinm defen- 


franems & vendicationems, vocars ſolcbant eccleſiarum: patyo- 
vi. Nam antiquity virt ſanth atq, perfetts mmiſtri enagelics 
Chr:/twm-irmitars volentes,contra nullum volauerunt conten- 
a:re indscio.Our purpoſe is not to ſtay jn examinmy cue- 
ry defe& in Aar/ilmes, whereunto he was carried by an 
carneſt welwilling to the Emperours cauſe,and an hatred 
avain{t the abuſes ofthe church as then it ſtood. One!y 
we note that temporall patrones were appointed by the 
frſt doners, not to beſtow church-liuings, as now they 
doe, but to defend the right of the land given to the 
church. For at the firſt, patroncs had no more right, nei= 
ther could retaine any more to theſelues then that which 
was common to all. This appeareth out of diuerſe teſti- 
monies (which'I cite onely for ſtorie ſake : for although 
theſe be not vndoubted teſtimonies, yet vndoubtedly this 
'vſc may bee made of them ) Whercas one Jxlizu had 
founded a church, Ge/aſirey whiteth to Serettior Biſhop of 


O- asthegloTe that dioces, wherein the church was founded, to dedicate 


'4- 2imcth to 


cn, 


Cauſ\ 16.9.7, 


Ibid. 


the ſame. Prouided,that firſt /#/:9 did reſ1gne the dona- 


Ted the dota- 4; and he muſt know that he can retame therein no 


right to himſelfe, preter proceſrions aditum, qus omnibus 
chriſliants debetar. W hat 1s ment by proceſiconts aditns, I 
Jeaue to the canoniſts to expound : but by the words-1t 
ſcemeth to be a thing common to all chriſtians, It is like- 
wiſe witneſſed, that one Frizentives, founding a Church, 
retained no more then the former. The ſame is confir- 
med by a conſtitution of the fourth Te/cran councell. 


Concl.Tolct, Nemerint conditores baſilicarum in rebygs quas eiſdem confe- 


4.Can. 32, 


runt, nullam (e puteſtatems habere, ſed inxta canonum inſti« 
tuta,ficut cecleſiam ita + dotem eins ad ordinationem epi/- 
copi pertinere.But 1n the ſame councell it is graunted, that 


the founders of churches in their life tme onely may no- 
minate a miniſter to thechurch. Thus much concerning 
the beginming of patronages: where wee may note how 
far this thing among many 1s drawen by corruption ti 


% 


\ ces of corrupt and contentious men.But the rights of the 


ſently after, preces «lic perpere propter telandes ar /[ynaxe 
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the beginning : for patrons were firſt inſtituted-for de- 
fence of the church rights from the wrang and infolen- 


church,are at this day every wher overthrowen,as it were 
by a common conſpiracic of men, againſt the church & 
aniniſterte,partly by auncient corruptions, partly by lat- 
ter. And where can the church haue her right,for cor - 
rupt cultomes? but doe the patrones ſtand in the gap to 
defend the churcherigit? doe they not looke on whillt 
enery one maketh halt to carry away the ſpotles,one 1s 
uitinz another as to a common pray. They wall fay, it 
were to much for them to defend the church in this ſpoi- 
ling age : yetthis they ſhould doe from the begingyng, 
Sed quzs cuſtoaiat ipſas cuſtoaes ? but I returne to my 
ſtorie, | | 
\Wee haue ſhewed out of fich records as are leaft, 
when tithes began co beeſtabliſhed in the church, after 
the Apoltlcs:how pariſhes were ſeperated,and tithes fe- 
uerally afsigned t2 each limitation;that the vſe of paying 
tithes to limitted churches was not a,matter deuiſed by 
the couneell of Lateran,but in better. vie, and more in- 
corrupt order before that councell then euer. ſince : that 
the vſe of patronages in the beginning was far the de- 
fence of the church-rights. Now we are'to inquire how 
the ſucceeding fathers did write of tithes after they were 
once a[s|gned to Ppatticular churches. | E 
Chri{oſtome teachingan husbandman how. he may be 

a wortiyve Chriſtian and doe good workes though hee 
buitd-no Churches, ſaith ; gaſs dutta wxore vel fponſa,vel hom ig in 
data wirgine,ſic erga Eccleſram affettus eſto, dotem aſcribe A& 
#lt;ita benediftons predium multiplecabutnr,qud enm non 

erit illic bonorum ? parumne eft obſecro torcular benedici ? 
parumne eft Deum ex omnibua fruftibus pris pariem ac 

derimas acciperc ? ad pacers agricelarium hoc visleand pre 


#s proptey te, hee docth not onely teach. them that they 
ought to pay tithes, but he guueth theſe reaſons, becaule 
their ſerukce, prayers,preaclung,1s for theg ; and becauſe 

| Thi. | | | _ thus 


 Hom.44.in 
Mar, 


this is the Meanes to hauc a lentifull bleſſing vpon the 
relt, hee witneſleth alſo the pl me vſec of paying uthes in 
his time, by reprooung the abuſes of Biſhops and mini- 
ſters, when they ſeemed more carefull to receiue tithes, 
then to procure the good of the people,ot which ſort 
many were in his tirne, and many moe are in {our dayes : 
$1 poprlus d:cimas non obtulerit, murmuvant onmes: at / 
Pece Aniem popnium viderint, Hermo WHYMWMNHYA? CORTYA eos: 
Hitrom tpeaking m the perſon of a mini{ler oc the gol 


Ad Neporia, pell, f:ich thus, It Ithen being a part of the Lords ihe- 


de vitaclcr. 


ritance,takenotmy part among my brethren, but asa:Le- 
uite and Prieſt, live of tithes, hauivg nieat and rament, 


In Malach.3,8, heerewithall Tam contented, Avaine he {:1h,quod de des 


e.Tim.F, 


eames atximns, que olim dabantur a popmlo ſacerdotibus &- 
Lemuitts in Eccleſie quog; popnlis intelligito. In which place 
he f:th farther : Eccleſia poprrs preceprams eſt dare Aecio 
mas, for proofe he alieadgeth $.Paxl, the elders that go- 
werne well ave worthy of double honer eſpecially they who'la» 
bour moſt in the word:aud dottrine, expounding honour, 
mammtenaticetand wnder{tanding that maintenance; tithes. 
Ontof which te{tymomes of Hrier2om(who is by &r, 70s 
idved rhe molt learned' of the Latine Fathers) it may 
be obſerued: 

Firſt, thatthe precept of nthes js taken to bee part of 
the morall law, and ought to be 1n no lefſe force amony 
Chiitians they among ITewes, ſuch {trangers were the 
learned Fathers \n theſe late dtibiles which now are found 
out, that tithes {honld be ceremoniall or rdiciall, for a!- 
becit theſe tearmes, derimy debentmar inye aurino, were not 
m vſe 1n'thoſe auncient times, yet the Fathers expreſly 
delivered that which is2quualent, that Chriſtians are 
bound to the law of tithes aſwell as [ewes were: that the 
preceptfor paying tithes is now to bee vnderſtoog inthe 
Ch urch /ecnndum /iterams 

Secondly, we bbſerue that the reaſons vice in the new 
Teſtament by the ApolHes doe trvely in the Fathers 
ndgements conchide for tthes,and not tor the pretended 
competency, which thing was vtterly vnknowne to the 
Fathers. 
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Fathers:e forbrofe fanth : Yujcungy recornemeritien ſe quod 
Gackter non dederit decimas, mada emendet quod mins fe- 
ct, quid eft fideliter dare ? niſi vt nec pers, nec mines alt- 
quando afferat de grans, att de vino, aut de fruttbus ar- 
borum,ant de pecud:bizs, aut de horto, &c. In «Anguſtins 
time, it ſeemeth the people, at leaſt m Africa, were very 
negligentin paying tches, and- therefore hee'extiorteth. 


them very earneltly to that duetic, /Zatores neſtris.deo con L1h.So.Hoo 
I moliarum hes 


pys emnibis abundabant,quia Deo decimas dabant, & ( a- 
fart cenſum reddebant : modo autem qu14 di/ceſiyt denatio 
Dri, acceſrit matt fijct ; nolnimus partirs cum Deo decte 
m4, md» autem totum tolletuy, In which place he wit- 
neſleth two things. Firſt, that it was the cultome of the 
Church long betore lus time to pay tithes. Secondly,that 
this thing pleaſed God fo much, that hee blgtled them 
who vſed-1t, ſo that'therefore they had abundance: and 
that men now 1m his time wanted, becauſe they Were not 
faithtu)l in this ſeruice of God : and therefore preaching 
vpon the 1465.7/a/.vpon theſe words, he maketh the graſſe 
to grow wpon the mommraines : he compareth the husband 
man tothe mounranne, that receiueth raine and bringeth 
forth gratfe, hee compareth- preaching to the raine, and 
tithes to gra ite, ecce mons E5,ACcipe pluna,& aa fenn,and 
therefore a litrle after he ſaith exime pariem aliquam red- 


In ſerm. 
Quadragel. 


mel.48. 


dirunm twormm,' decinas vis ? Acctmas extme, Quanquans - 


parmm fit, aictum eff enms ama Pharia aecrmas dabant, 5 
rjift 1 art Dominus, jr abundanerit wſtioia veſtra inla/qua 
Stribavurm © Phariſeorum non intrabitis mregnum celo- 
rum, CF ite ſuper quem debet abundare inſticia tua, deci- 
mas dat, ta autor vis teneſcmam aas. Where S. Argue 
fer expoundeth the words of the Goſpell as O»:gen and 
other batters did, as no leffe belonging, yea much more 
to Chin{tans 'then to Tewes: Hee fpeakethnot doubting 
(us ſome vnterſtand his words)but becauſe thepeopleof 
his country: wete fo far from performing this duerie, if 
there bee any doubt in his words, it 1s onely in this, whe- 
ther the tenth 'part were not too hittle, tor {o doth his 
words imply; Aecimas vis * decimas exime, quanguam park 
kit 
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' ft. And he whom thou mult exceede in righteovſneſle 
" payeththes, whereby he implycth, that thou muſt pay 
i | more, for hce doth not leaue it. at the peoples libertie to 
dy py uthes, or \not to pay, as ſome take'it: but ſheweth 
them that wete fo far from this duety,that they, ought to 
Pay tithes and yet doe more then that, Leo the firft, lued 
mS Axgx/tini mc but yongersGrartan citeth his words 
Cauf16.q.z, thus. Nwullus decimas ad alteri pertinttes accipiat:not long 
after this,the counce!l-called Afari/oonenſe 2.* was held, 
| Concil.Matif, WRETeInIt was thus decreed Leges dinine ſacerdotibris & 
lf; 3.can.s. mrunſiry ecclefiary pro hereditaria pgrtzone omni populi pre- 
| cepernt,deeimas fruttun ſuorn [acris lots preftare,vt nulla 


bartberc empediry /piritualibus po ſſent vacare minifte Y4 $98.44 


w +7 


i "4 leges Chriſtianorum congeries longs temporibus cnitodinit 
| witemeratas. V'ude ſtatmmis vt mos antiquus reparetar, vt 
ix ] decimas ecclefrajticas ommts pops mmfecrat.T his, councell 
\X was held about the yeare of Chriſt : 580. T he tcf}imo- 


nic of the fathers of this councel is to be obſerued They 
witnefle that the ordinance of. tuhes was vet y aunczent 

in the church before them : and as auncicnt,ſo vniuer- 

: fally receiucd among Chrithans, They witneſle likewiſe 
that the r12ht thereof is from the law of Gog,, Pefore 

this councel} almoit an hundreth.yeates, was held the 

firſt councel! of Orleans, which aff wmeth the ſame. Af- 
ter this the ſaine truth was hkewiſe cofrmed by duerſe. 
councells.{ oncs/:( <bilont/: 2.cap.19.concul:Helenſ.cap.2. 

{ oncil,alcnt-cap. 10. Concil. Forainlicnſ.cap, wit, Concil, 
CAlogunt:cap.17.Concl.Rothomag: which 18 thus cited by 
Cauſ.,16,qzt, Grattan: Onmes derime terre, fine de frugitis fine de poms 
arborum, aomint [rnt, © Wi ſautlificentaur. Ones, benes, thr 
capre que [ub virea paſtors tranſexut, quicquid accume 
wenertt {antiificabiter Deming. The Fathers ofthis coun- 

cc} thew that they vitderſtood che precept of tithes Le- 

it. 2: inerally,no otherw;fe to be vnderflgode tor Jewes 

then Chriſtians, ( encil. 7 riberienſicap., 13, and 14 larth 

thus: 9:4 fi duerit Domini nempe men es 0 homo, mea 

eft rerra quam colts, mea ſemina gue [pargis, mea animatia 

ques fetigas, mens oft ſolis ardor ; & .quum onnia mea ſint, 
; ' 


ay 


* 
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fre gui mani arcomodas [olum decimum merebaris, Jed ſerm 

9 tibs nouem, da mibi deciman, [i non deders decima au- 

feram nouem, ſi deder:s mihi dectmonm n1ituplicato neuen, 

S1 ergo querat aliquis tur decime aar'hir, ſciat quod iaeo 

dande ſunt, vt hac denoticne Des placutits, largins praſttt 

quz nevefſaria ſunt, & vt miniſlri Eccleſia exinae relenaty, 
liberiores fiant al ſpuritualis exercity explecionem. Gregory 

the firſt ſaith thus : ficut offerre inlege inberin, fratres Hom.16, in 
chariſſims, decim.as rerum, ita ts offerre contendite decimas Fuang, 
dierum,where Gregcyry expreſly applycth the precept of 

tithes written in thelav to Chriſtians,teaching that chri- 
ftians1in the Jaw were commaunded to pay tithes. Beda 

1 his booke called Scinti/le proueth tithes due |by Scrip- 

tures and Fathers, he citeth out of e {9ſt : decime ex 

debito requiruntur, & qui eas dare nolaertt, res altenas im 

uadit, And againe : hec eff Domini iuſt1/ſima canſuetudo, 

vt (i tu llt decimam non dederis, tz ad aecuwaam tewocerts 3 

And many other teſtimonies. 

(: eſaruts Arelatenſ, E pſec : faith,decime non [ant moſtre, ſed Hom;9, 


Eccleſie Walafridas Strabo ſaith,decrmas Deo & ſacerdots- 


bus euts dandas, eAbraham ſattis, Tacob promiſſis in/inuat, De rebus ece 
d:inde lex ftatwit, & omnes doftores [anth commemorant. cleſys,cap. 87, 
Leo the fourth,about the yeare of Chriſt, 840.is thus ci- 
ted by Gracian,de decims wito ordine,non tantum nobis,{ed 
etiam mairibiu viſum eſt a plebibas tantum vbi [arreſantla 
bapti/mata dantar, debere dari, About this time and after 
I, tithes were eſtabliſhed by conſtitutions of Princes, .as 
by {harles the great. and other, Some learned men haue 
thought, becauſe ſome Princes have made conſtitutions. 
for tithes to bee payed to the Church : that therefore! 
tithes are held by no other right then Princes conſtztuti-/ 
ons. But before this time tithes were alwaics held by the 
liwes of God, and-not of Princes, I graunt if Princes 
were ſo vngodly,as they were in the time of the _— 
that they would. not yeeld to Gods ordinance heerein,. 
but would reſiſt the ſame : then could not tithes be pays» 
ed,as in the Apoſtes times for that cauſe they were not, 
but the right ceaſcth not, and as Pe Princes cannot 
| | take 


Cauſ.1$.q.1%. 


1.Chron 30, 


+ 
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take away the right by ſtopping the praQtiſe : fo godly 
Princes cannot make a rizht, but onely confirme it, when 
by ther good |lawes they yecld to Gods ordinance. 
Though &zeckgas by a Godly law command the keeping 
of the Paſleouer : yet the Paſleover may not therefoxe 
be cal'cd the conſtitution of £zehzas. It is the more to be 
maru.!ed, that|men of learning are ſo haſty in cone 
cludi:i2 thattithes are nothing but princes conſtitutions, 
becauſe they'finde them confirmed by ſome few princes. 
After this tume the Church ſucceding, agreed with the 
former Churches in this opinion, as appearcth by the 
teſtimonies recorded. Azent : 1ib.3. Anual. Synod. Arelat : 

cap 9.8 ynod. Anghic. cap. 17. 1n which place it is teſti- 
fied that tithes ought to bee payed,as it is commanded 
in the law, they tc{tifie alſo that no mancan giue accep- 


'tablc almes of the reſt, vnleſle firſt he ſeparate the tenth 


to the Lord,which he hath appointed for himſelfe from 


- the beginning, they teltifie farther,that| many grudging 


to pay the tenth part, are'therefore often themſelues - 
brought to atenth part: the ſame 15s confirmed by Raba- 
ries Maurms, in Num lib. 2. ca. 22.& 23; Leges Botoruwn 
apud Anent. ib, 3.Gregory. 2. apud eAnent bib, y, Concil. 
Warm.canſ.16.9.1.Nicolains T.(about the yeare of Chriſt 

858.)cavuf, 16.9, 2. | 
Andthus in the ſtory of tithes wee are come to thoſe 
timees wherein the change began,for all this while there 
was nochange thought of in this queſtion, After this, be- 
gan thoſe late deviſes wher of we ſpake before,for now 
the Pope being growen to ſuch an incorriglepride and |1- 
berty,that he would do al things after his owne pleaſure, 
no Prince or Emperour being able to bring him into or- 
der, began by his al-opprefling power to change this or. 
dinanceof tithes, which from the beginnig remained vn- 
touched till now, for after it was once found out, that all 
things holy & profane, were ready marchandiſe for them 
that brought moſt : then came in exemptions firſt, and 
afterward umpropriations, transfering tithes from one to 
an other ; when exempuons firſt came in, I cannot cer- 
; tainely 
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tainely define, In the ſchiſme between two Popes Alex» 
ender the third, and Vitor the fourth, Alexander pre 
uailed by force & perfidiouſnes,as they ſpeake whowrite 


thereof, of hum it 1s teſtified:(1 stercienſes, Hoſpitalaris, & Catuſreft 
Templarios decimarum ſolutione exemit, before'that ume veril, Reo « 
Tohn xv, gaue the like priuiledge to Saint Bevers, Monks lib.1s, 


at Caſinum as witn: Mech Leo Harſican : Hoſttenſis Epiſ= 
cop. L15.2.cap.1.hiſtor.C' aſinenſ;s monaftery,un theſe words. 
boc vitra Tohannem duodecimum, Cc. um [110 prinyſegi0 an+ 
roritgte eApoſtolica addzdst, nulls Epiſcopo licere ab vile ex 
populss monaſterio ſubiettis, vel a guabuſiibet vbiqz terrarum 
&1 ſe pertinentibus Eccles, decimas vinorum ſen oblatzones 
defunitorxm qualibet accaſione percipere This John was - 
Pope Anne 990. | 

After this the marchandiſe of exempting and appro- 
priating was well tollowed.: this new practiſe of Popes 
againſt the. auncient ordinance of God was tult znauntat» 
ned by the wit of Alexander de Hales, and after by Tho« 
mas of Aquine as we haue ſhewed. Their deuiſc is that 
tithes are wdicials:they framed new di{[tinRtions to cou= 
lourthe Popes yſurpation, after he had firſt by impro» 
priations broken the ordinance of God,and put! tithes a- 
way from the teachers, which from the begihning of 
the world till theſe times,had not beene done before. All 
the ſchole-men in a manner follow theſe. two im !this 
queſtion : who with their ynfruntull diſputations darks+ 
ning the church,as they carried many parts of the holy. 
truth into bondage, fot 1s not much to bee marnailed if 
this truth of tithes found among them the ſame intertain- 
ment, which-other parts of the truth of greater 1mpore 
tance did finde. Aﬀter this time the right of tithes ſeemed 
to lic buried by the Popes vſurpation, without great re- 
ſiltance : yet ſom? were found though few, who againſt 
the flutery of fchole-men, preſerned the truth of this. 
queſtion, Vie-{a/45 Lyra albentearried into ſome|ſuperſtt- 
tions by the ſtre:me of thoſe times,y ct tanght this point 
not after the late ſchole-men, but after the auncient ta- 
thers. So did Sirab:5 an Anglo7rxen the author of the 
| ' Ke0J ordinary. 
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ordinary gloſſe . Iohannes Semeca, author of the gloſle 
vpon Grarsans decrees,did withſtand Pope Clement the 
fourth, exacting tithes through Germany, which thing 
Semeca tooke to be vnlawtul),and was therefor&gxcom- 
municate by the Pope, and put from the place of go- 
uernment,which he held at Ha/berftade. Againſt which 
miultice, Serheca appealed to a councell, and had many 
great men fauoring his cauſe. Whilſt the contention 
grew hot betwene them, the death of them both ended 
the quarrell : the ſtorie 1s in Krantz, And thus the 
Pope oppreſfiing all with his greatneſſe, making open 
fale of tithes, inſtituting impropriations, laid waſt the 
Churches every where. And 1n this ſort they ſtood vntill 
the time of reformation began by the bleſſed labours 
of them whom God raiſed vp for that ſeruice, After 
which time the opinion that tithes were cercanonials was 


farſt deuiſed. 
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The ovietions anſwered, and the point"in que- 
[tion confirmed, 


Hus far have wee bllowed the 
[tory of Tithes from the begin- 
A ning, though not fo exactly as 
F. might be wiſhed; yet fo as ſer- 
ueth (uff iciently to ſhew how 
the right of tithes haye ſtood : 


a) teachers of the Church, before. 
the law,vnder the law, Jad i inthe 
time of grace. And this is fulfic: [ent to ſhew «that this 
thing belongeth to the morall law, and fo to the law of | 
ature, For that which alwaics rem Ia” the ſame in all 
ages of the church,doth ſurely belong to the moral law. 
T Fhus haue tithes alivaics ſtood the ſame i in all ages of 
the church,vntil late corruptions breaking in like a i fAlud, 
haue taken away the knowledge and right difference of 
things. But if a man with iudgement think of the mat- 
tcr, he will confeſle that late vpſtarts opinions eſpecial- 
Iy ſuch asare maintained neither by ſcriptures, auncient 
athers,nor reaſons (tor they who hould tithes from the 
church hauc noother argument then ſuch as moued the 
IF Pope to take them away,might,and vſurpation,and that 
moſt pleaſing reaſon of gaine) A man I fay of iudge- 
IK1y. ment ' 


Abulenſ.in 
Mat,cap.23, 
qu.136, 
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ment and indifferencie muſt needes yeeld that theſe later 
opinions ought not to preſcribe againſt ſo auncient a 
truth. < 
Now leaſt any ſcruple might remaine, wee purpoſe 
{aſt of all to conſider the obieftions moued againſt ovr 
concluſion, Be/lrrmine palleth ſomewhat haſtily by it, and 
makech but one obie&tion, but Alphonſe Toftates Bilhop 
of Abula doth inſiſt in the queſtion and feeketh to breed 
more trouble, Firſt hee woiild prooue that tithes belong: 
not to the lawof nature, Secondiy,not to the morall Jaw. 
And fir{t he obieeth thus : God did in{litute in the 
olde Teſtament, that tithes ſhould be payed, therefore 
this 1s nor pertaining to the law of nature : the reaſon is, 
that which 1s naturall is not inſtituted by alaw, for vnto 
fuch things the bond of nature ſufticeth : w eanſu ere,we 
finde many things inſtituted in the Jaw, which out of 
queſtion belong to the law of naturc,as the whole deca- 
log. Abrulenſss | reaſoneth agan{t this anſwere thus: things 
pertaining to the Jaw of nature; arenot put among other 
precepts, but anely they are contained 1n the decalog, 
tithes are put with others. 1 anſwere to-this laſt biel 
on, and to the former thus : tithes haue two-reſpects, 
Firſt, if wee reſpe&t the generall ordinance of tithes, 
they were. not unſluuted in he law, for. this Srtinance 
was before the law, and ſo tithes werealw aies the Lords, 
as wee haue ſhewed. Second' y, if wee reſpect the parti- 
cular aſſiznation of tithes to he Levites, this is all which 
was in{tituted in the law. Now this [ cultica! | aſſ19natt- 
on 15 put with other precepts, but the generail ordinance 
of tithes 18 included 1n the decalog, 1 he parts of this di- 
ſton we have proued, vi herefore all that Abulcnſrs 
can piove by this argument, is onely this, that the Leui- 
tical! aſh: nation was not belongins to the law © t nattire, 
which we veeld. Azame, where He ſaith nothing belong- 
17 to he Law bfnatore 15 {et mon” other pr ccePs, this 
1s Falſ: or thoſe things which are mchided in the. dec a- 
log, ire $5 repeated. amonsZ other oh ecepts, th erefore 
lolati y,wh 0x cpm c,and ſuch ike aretorbidder ,notorely 
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in the decalog, but among other precepts : yſury is a- 
gainſt the law of nature,as naturall men haue witneſſed, 
yetit is ſet among other precepts, and the Prophet &ze-: 
kiel ſheweth that all thele, viury,idolatry,whordome, &c. 
arc the breaches of che morall law, £z:&. 18. therefore! 
thoſe tuings that beclong to thelaw of natureare ſet a- 
mong other precepts. T'o that obieftion which Abwzlens 
fs draweth from /acobs vow, we hauc anſwered before. 
Farther he obieeth thus : Tf they were of the law of 
nature, then ſhould all nations be bound thereto, to this 
wee hauc an{weared betore, {hewing that all Chriſtians 
haue thought ttemſelues beund thereto, and that even 
heathen men haue thought nolefle. 
Another obieCtion 1s: It they belong to the law of na- 
ture,then thould they be due to Gods miniſters; and yet 
in the old Teſtament tithes were not giuen,nor any part 
of them, to the prielts, which were gods chicfe miniſters, | 
but onely to the Leuites which were miniſters of lefſe 
place. Iaunſwere : whereas eAb»lejir ſaith, the prieſts 
had no tithes, which ſaying he often repeatethy we thikk 
it enough to aunſwere him with the authoritic of other. 
Lyra a Iew borne and more {kiltull in the auncient afo 
faires of the Iewes, then ON the 7.4Heb.faich 
thus : Lemite generaliter recipiebant decimas a reliquo po= 
pulo. Inter Lemitas antem ills qus erant matores jllins tris 
bus videlicet ſacerdotes ſumma fily eAaron,nen ſolum ac= 
cipiebant decimam 4 populo, ſed etiam de parte Lenitarum 
recipiebant que vocabatur decima decame Num 18. This 
teltimonie {polleth his argument. H:cromn alfo witneſleth 
aſmuch,in Aalach.z. Againe,in the language of thefa- 
thers, this word Leuttes vader the goſpell 15 alwates vſcd 
for a preaching miniſter . W hereby they ſrgnified that 
tthes were due to labouring miniſters. Bifhops were 0+ 
therwiſe prouided for: albeit in the beginning Biſhops 
had the diſtributing of ſuch things among che miniſters. 
He obiecteth farther. When GOD diſpoſed of. tithes 
Num, 18.He ſaith : [ haue ginen the tithes to the children 
#f Leni,for their ſermice at the tabernacle, ec. 
| Whercin 
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Wherein 15 \meant,that he gaue this poſſeſsion but of late 
to the Levits : and therefore commanded them to poſ-- 
{ile nothing among their brethren (thus much we gravt, 
what is the concluſion?) now if tithes were due by che 
law of nature, then would not God take from them the 
right of poſleſsing the land amony the //zac/ires Wee 
aunſwere:this laſt inference 1s dettded,ther is no proofe 
brought for|it,ncither 15 there any aff initte betweene the 
antecedent and conſequent : For GOD may command 
the Leuites to pollctle '* lands (other then was afsig- 
ned to them, which wag a large portion) becauſe no 
worldly buſinefte ſhould call them away from the ſer- 
uice of GO'D,and becauſe the mmilters of the goſpel! 
might bee 1n{tru&ted, not to intangle thcemſelues with 
the affaires of this world to much,in which ſenſe the A- 
poltle giveth that inſtruction to 7 imnthie : no man that 
warreth doth intangle himſclfe with the affaires of this 
life, beecauſe hee wonld pleaſe him that hath cboſen hiws 
to bee aſouldtey : and yet the generall right of tithes may 
belong to the law of nature for all this. But admitting, the 
concluſion, we ſay it concludeth onely of the Leuiticall 
aſs12nation,not of the generall ordinance. Another ob- 
zection 15 7 The Leunes by the law of nature were not 
dedicated to the leruice of the T abernacle,thereto:e the 
tenth was not detei minable vy nature. We anſ\verc: T he 
dedication of the Leuites to the ſeruice of the Taberna- 
cle was ceremoniall. T hat therefore tithes ſhould be ce- 
remonial,the conſequence houldeth not : nonot ſo much 
as to prouc the Leuiticall aſsignation ceremoniall, Ir 
proueth that afs12nation onely temporaiy not perpetu- 
all : For it 15, to laſt no longer then the feruice of the 
Leuies, This 1s all that can be truely inferred. 

" Another gbieCtion 1s thus ; That thing 15s onely per- 
tayning tothe law of nature, whoſe bond and duety may 
bee determined by naturall reafon, but natffrall reaſon 
doth not determine numbers, ftor- there can no naturall 
reaſon bee brought, why rather the tenth part then more 


or Iclle {ould bee payed. Wee an{were by diltinguiſh- 
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ing both lawes naturall and morall. If wee vnderſtand 
the law of nature to reach as farre as the morall lawn 
his largeſt ſence, ( as eLbxlenfir vnderſtangeth it ) then 
 - tithes belong to the law of nature, cuen as doth the ſan- 
fifteng of a ſeanenth day to God, and naturall reafon 
doth atwel determine the tenth in number as the ſeauenth 
in number. And becauſe Abnlenſ;s taketh natural} in this 
ſence, ( for in Lex. cap. I. qu, I. he faith: Adoralia pre- 
cepta naturalia ſunt ) therefore in anſwering whenſocuer 
] admit tithes to belong to the Jaw of nature, ] would 
bec vnderſtood to ſpeake in this ſence. But if wee take 
the lavw of nature, for that which floweth from naturall 
principles and 1s manifeſted to the naturall man by natu- 
ra!l meanes : ſo wee graunt tithes not naturall. We may 
alſo diſtinguiſh things morall,for either they are morall 
by diuine inſtitution,or by natyre : things morall by na- 
ture arc thoſe that belong to tNe law of nature,in which 
ſence the morall Jaw and naturall law is all one. 

But morall'by inſtitution are all things beclong- 
ing to the erue worſhip of Godz which things as they 
come not from the principles of nature, fo they are not 
knowen to the natural! man. Among theſe things are/a 
ſaniheng of aſcauenth day by God,and he Gieg of 
tithes to God : which things are morall by diuine inſt3- | 
tution,and ſo naturall by a ſecondaric declaration after, 
and vpon the law of nature, and1in that ſence reduced to 
the law of nature,as all things that arereueiled in the true 
aro of God,being morall,not by nature but by die 
Unc ntituton, 

Another cbieRjon is : If it were morall, then muſt it 
remainc as it then ſtood, but then 1t ſtood ſo, as to bee. 
paycd to the L evitfhot to the Prieſts,therefore it thould 
not now bee payed to the Pricts, yet now it is payed 
to the Prieſts, wee aunſwere,this 1s a fallacy na«ga Tlw' 
caopuuiay the ambiguine is mn this word Prieſt. T hey 
are not now giuento {vch Prieſts as then were,but they 
are novy given to the labouring munſters ; wko albeit in 
the time of Abalenſis Were cn _— called pricſts,znd-+ 

(the 
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(the word being vnderſtood aright):may iuſtly be fo cal. 
led : yet in truth they anfwere not tothe Prieſts of the 


_ old Teſtaments, but to the Leuites, as we have ſhewed. 


Againe, we haue proucd out-of Lyra and Hierom, that 
cnenthen alſo they were gizen to the Prieſts.” — _ 
An other obieQion is : tithes were the Leuites right 
for their ſeruice : but there was no more reafqn to give 
tithes to Leuites, then to Prieſts : this 15s anſwered, it reſt - 
ecth vpon thoſe grounds,that no tithes were then yiven to 
Pricfts,which is vatrue,and that tithes were alfhgned to 
the Leuites which ſpeaketh onely of the aſsignation, and 
not of the generall ordinance. 
Another obieRion is : the feruice of the Leuites was a 
reater thing,then that which was giuenfor their ſeruice: 
' the ſcruice it ſelfe ccafeth, therefore all the Levites 
right oughtto ceaſe : we anſwere, we admit the conclu- 
fion. All the Levites right ceaſcth, thatis that Leviticall 
aſsignation, but the.perpetuall ordinance of tithes, as it 
was before Lexy can not be taken away by the particu- 
lar aſsignation. | : 
... * Another obieQion he frameth thus : Tf it were na- 


- turall, then it could not bee changed nor altered by any 


diſpenſation : wee anſwere, hoc ind eft. T his is the great 
obieQion that carried eLbatenſis, and all the reſt to de- 
uiſc theſe quirks and ſubtilties againſt tithes, wee can 
eaſily anſwere, thatthe Popes diſpenſation heerein was 
vnlawfull and impious, but all meanes muſt bee attemp- 
ted that mans wit can deuiſe, becfore the Popes high 
crowne bee touched. This is the obieton which onely 
was thought vnanſwerable,all the reſt are but brought to 
fillvpa number, as doing their ſervice to this : now this 
reaſon 1s with vs ofano ſtrength, what accompr ſocucr 
the Papiſts make of it, and euen among them, there are 
diverſe which doubt not but that the Pope doth diſpenſe 
with ſome things eucn-againſt the law of nature, as ap- 
pearcth by thoſe caſes, which are called ca/+4« Papaler, 


' Aſtclanumite whichare drawen alſo into verſes beginning thus : 


Ss fit (atholicuus papans non undicat vilts. 
| Wherein 


Wherein it is ſaid that hee hath power to diſpenſcin ex- 
emptions and periurie,to diſpenſe with that whichis cur. 
ſed anathemate, to diſpenſe againſt all the rules and ca- 
nons of the Church, to diſpenſe with that finne which 
3s greater then adultery, and ſuch like, and therefore no 
maruaile if he diſpenſed againſt the right of tithes, And 
theſe arethe great reaſons that Abwlen/sr bringeth againſt 
this queſtion. 

Bellarmine bringeth but one argument, and that to 
proue tithes not:ceremomial, but wdicial, he ſaith tithes are 


not ceremoniall but wdic1all ; nam von ordinantur immedi<- De clerics 
ate ad colendum deum, ſed ad equitatem inter hommes, but lib.t.ca.zy. 


how doth he proue this ? for fatth he, God commanded 
tithes ſhould bee payed to Lexy, becauſe: Lewy was the 
tenth part of 1{racll,that there might be a proportion be- 
tweene their eſtate, and the reſt : we anſwere this reaſon 
for paying tines 1s found in no Scripture, but in Bellar- 
mines idle conceipt, who afterward muſſiking it, over- 
throweth it,and findeth Lewy to be the twelft part of If. 
raell, Againe, if this were a reaſon to pay tithes, then 
ought not tithes to haue beene payed betore the law, for | 
this reaſon had no place when Abraham and Jacob payed 
tithes, farther the reaſons that are 1n the Scripture doe 0+ 
uerthrow this reafon, for God aſsigneth tithes to Leny 
out of his owne proper right, beecauſe all tithes are the 
Lords Lexit-27. If the Lord before andin the law had 
right to all tithes, then this true reaſon both taketh away 
Belarmins falſe reaſon,and proueth that falfe which Bel- 
[armine faith, tithes had no 1mmediate ordination to the 
worſhip of God. Laſt of all,it this reaſon conclude any 
thing againſt vs, that tithes are not morall, becauſe they 
hauc no ummediate ordinaticn to.the worſhip of God, 
by the ſame reaſon ut holdeth likewiſe againſt all mainte= 
nance of miniſters, & yet they who deme vs tithes, graunt: 
that ſome maintenance 1s due,and part of the morall law. * 
Now looke what ordination the maintenance which they 
yceld vs, hath to.the worthip of God,the ſame we proue 
of tithes : but Bellarmie Luth afmuch for vs, as wee cars 


L.1j. dcelire. 
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(the word being vnderſtood aright) may iuſtly be fo cal- 
led : yet in truth they anſwere not tothe Prieſts of the 
old Teſtaments, but to the Leuites, as we have ſhewed. 
Againe, we haue prouecd out-of Lyra and Hierom, that 
cnenthen allo they were ginen to the Prie(ts. _ 

An other obieCtion is : tithes were the Leuites right 
for their ſeruice: but there was no more reaſon to giue 


[tithes to Leuites, then to Prieſts : this 15 anſwered, it reſt- 
eth vpon thoſe grounds,that no tithes were then yiven to 


Prieſts, which is vntrue,and that tithes were aſhgned to 
the Leuites which ſpeaketh onely of the afsi2nation, and 
not of the generall ordinance. 

Another obieRion 1s : the ſervice of the Leuites was a 
greater thing, then that which was giuenfor their feruice: 
= the ſcrutce it ſelfe ceaſeth, therefore all the Levites 
right oughtto ceaſe : we anſiwere, we admit the conclu- 
fion. All the Levites right ceaſeth, thatis that Leuiticall 
aſsignation, but the perpetual] ordinance of tithes, as it 
was before Zeay can not be taken away by the particu- 
lar aſsignation. | 

Another obie&tion he frameth thus : Tf it were na- 
turall, then it could not bee changed nor altered by any 
diſpenſation : wee anſiwere, hoc ind eſt. T his is the great 
obieftion that carried eLbalenſis, and all the reſt to de- 
uiſe theſe quirks and ſubtilties againſt tithes, wee can 
eaſily anſwere, that the Popes diſpenſation heeremm was 
vnlawfull and immpious, but all meanes muſt bee attemp- 
ted that mans wit can deviſe, becfore the Popes high 
crowne bee touched. T his is the objeton which onely 
was thought vnanſwerable,all the reſt are but brought to 
fillvp a number, as doing their ſeruice to this : now this 
reaſon 1s with vs of no ſtrength, what accomprt ſocuer 
the Papiſts make of it, and even among them, there are 


diverſe which doubt not but that the Pope doth diſpenſe 


with ſome things eucn againſt the law of nature, as ap- 
pearcth by thoſe caſes, which are called ca/:44 Papales, 


Aſtcſanumite whichare drawen alſo into verſes beginning thus : 


Ss fit ( atholicus papans noz tu#dicat vil. 
Wherein 
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Wherein it is ſaid that hee hath power to difpenſcin ex- 
emptions and periurie,to diſpenſe with that which is cur. 
' ſed anathemate, to diſpenſe againſt all the rules and ca» 
nons of the Church, to diſpenſe with that finne which - 
1s greater then adultery, and ſuch like, and therefore no 
maruaile if he diſpenſed againſt the right of tithes, And 
theſe arethe great reaſons that Abzlen/ss bringeth againſt 
this queſtion. | | 
Bellarmme bringeth but one argument, and that to 
proue tithes not ceremonial, but iudicial, he ſaith tithes are 


not ceremoniall but wudiciall ; nam won ordinanturimmedi- DEtleriga 
ate ad colendum deum, ſed ad aquitatem inter hommes, but lib.1.ca.zy, 


how doth he proue this 2? for fatth he, God commanded 
tithes ſhould bee payed to Lexy, becauſe Lewy was the 
tenth part of Ifracll,that there might be a proportion bee . 
tweene their eſtate, and the reſt : we anſwere this reaſon 
for paying tities 1s found in no Scripture, but in Bellar- 
mines idle conceipt, who afterward miſſiking it, over- 
throweth it,and Padeth Leay to be the twelft part of If- 
raell, Againe, it this were a reaſon to pay tithes, then 
ought not tithes to haue beene-payed before the law, for: 
this reaſon had no place when Abraham and Jacob payed 
tithes, farther the reaſons that are in the Scripture doe 0+ 
uerthrow this reaſon, for God aſs1gneth tithes to Lexy 
out of his owne proper right, beecauſe all tithes are the 
Lords Lemit-27. If the Lord before andin the law had 
right to all tithes, then: this true reaſon both taketh away 
Bekarmins falſe rea(ſon,and proueth that falfe which Bel- 
[axrmine faith, tithes had 'no 1mmediate ordination to the 
worſhip of God. Laſt of all,if this reaſon conclude any 
thing again{t vs, that tithes are not morall, becauſe they 
haue'no ummediate ordination to the worſhip of God, 
by the ſame reaſon it holdeth likewiſe againit all mainte= 
nance of miniſters, & yetthey who dem vs tithes, graunt. 
that ſome maintenance 1s due,and part of the morall law. 
Now looke what ordination the maintenance which they 
yeeld vs,hath to the worſhip of God,the lame we proue 
of tithes : but Bellarmine {uth almuch for vs, as wee cars 
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To.r con.y, defire, certnm eft (ſaith he) preceptum de folmendis decinsis, 


lib.r.c,25* 


| In Mat.zz, 
q148, 


q'ta parte dininum & naturale eft non poſſe vila lege huma- 
na vel con/urtudime contraria abolers, ac promat certum eſt, 
Ecrle/iam habere 1:45 petends decimas, etiam vbi conſuctudo © 
eft, vt non ſoluantur, in hoc enim omnes theologs & Canont= 
foe conuenzint, It this bee fo certaine, then it 1s allo cer- 
tune that if it were not for the Popes diſpenſations to the 
contrary, all Papiſts would afſent to our concluſion. 

By this graunt of Bel/armins wee haue gotten ſome- 


what, that all the ſchole-men and canonilts, that 1s,in a 


manner al! papiſts, hould that the precept of tithes is di- 
vine and of the law of nature in ſome ſort, and that ther. 
fore the Church hath right to claime tithes;which words 
would bee well noted, for if therefore the Church hath 
right to demaund tithes, becauſc in ſome ſort tithes be- 
long to the morall and naturall law, then are tithes nei- 
ther judiciall/nor ceremoniall in any fort. For that which 
the Church may alwaies demaund 1s naturall and diuine. 
But the Church,faith Bellarmine, may alwaies demaund 
tithes, tht is, the tenth part, though cuſtome bee againſt 
it Therefore the tenth part is due by the law of God and 
of nature. Now the Church hath not alwayes right to 
demaund thines ceremoniall, or iudiciall. 

By this which Bellarmine graunteth,we have enough, 


| for he proueth that the quota pars 15 natural] and dwine, 


And whether Be/larmine graunt thus much or not, the 
force of the|truth will compell euery man to conteſle 
that the thing which muſt of right alwayes be demaun- 
ded in the Church,is naturall, and divine. Now certaine 
1t 18, that the Church hath no right to demaund any 0+ 

ther kinde of maintenance then tithes, 
eAbulenſis (who ſeemeth to bee much more curious 
then Bellarmine)) moueth this queſtion, q#o nam inre de- 
betar decyma ? after much diſputation, his reſolute aun- 
{were is, debetar ire canonico, quia non debitur 1ure na- 
ture, nec dinino, nec cinili, quum ulud non unponat ontra 
pro miniſtr1s des, neq, eſt entm aliqua lex cimlts que obliget 
omnes Chriſtianos, quum non ſit aliquts units princeps ſects 
lars 
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laris ommum, ſicut eft vn princeps eccleſiaſticus ._ 1n 
which wordes wee obſerue the abſurdities| whereinto 

reat wits muſt needes fall, ' when once they reſolue to 
[Ho che truth, as Saint /amzec ſaith, in reſpe& of perſons; 
for by this it appeareth what they would hold if the 


Popes authoritic to the contrary,did not ſet a byas vpon 


their wits and words. 


Firſt, he ſaith, tthes are due onely iwre Canomica, but 


what then mult bee (aid of thoſe times beefore this- 5:24 
Canonicum was invented 2 Tithes were proued by the 
auncient Fathers to bee due,when there was no Canon 
law in the world, and were more lincerely held by the 


Church before, then after the Canon law came 1n, held 


by the Fathers from the law of God, and no other. 
Secondly, he graunteth that tithes arc not due,tyre ce 
1li, and giucth reaſons why they cannot ſtand by that 
law, which are well tobe marked, becauſe, faith he,tithes 
are the miniſters right through all Chriſtendome. Now 
neither doe the ciuill magiſtrate impoſe thoſe rights, nei- 


ther is there any one ciuil Prince that ruleth over al chri- | 
{tendome, therefore they are'not; neither may be impo- | 


ſed by the ciuill lawes. If this reaſon be good, then 1s it 
certaine that tithes haue nothing to doe with judicials : 
for nothing is 1udiciall, but that which may bee impoſed 
by the ciuill lawes,this is an euident truth which none dee 
meth that knoweth what are iudicials, whereby it is no 


leſle euident that Abalenſs doth viterly onerthrow all 


that deuiſe at once, which the ſchole=men ſo bufily 

build vp. | x | | 
Thurdly, wee reaſon from his enumeration of lawes 
thus : Tithes are due by ſome Jaw, either by the lawe 
of God,or by the ciuill lawes, and Princes conſtitutions, 
or by the Canon law. But eAbzler/is and the reſt of that 
ſide graunt that they are not due by thecuill law, and 
Princes conſtitutions : and wee proue that they are not 
due by the Canon law, (becauſe they were more duely, 
more orderly, and ſincerely payed and held before the 
Canon law was inuented, then euer they were {ince) 
Lotj. theres 
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therefore it muſt follow that they are due by the law of 
God. As this ſtandethagainſt the Papiſts, ſo 1 ſtandeth 
no lefſe ſtrong againſt ſuch as hold tithes Princes conlti- 
tutions: becaule 1t 1s proved that tithes were held as or- 
derly, and duely in the Church, before they were confir- 
med by Princes conſtitutions, as afterward. Princes in- 
deed may contu me or forbid the vie, but they cannoe 
male or take away the right. ES 
Wherefore ſeeing all that ſtandeth again(l vs is decla- 
red to be of no force: and that we haue proued that the 
maintenance .ih the Apoſtles times, was nothing but 
almes : that tithes. were eſtabliſhed in the Church as the 
auncient ordinance of God : that this ordinance is not 11- 
diciall beecauſe it 1s holy, and of things ſeparate from 
common vſe : nor ccremoniall, becauſe it was not ordai- 
Jncd to remaine. onely vutill the time of reformation, but 
remaineth after that time : feeing theſe things ſtand thus, 
we may fſafcly conclude that tithes arc-now due 
to the miniſters of the Church by the ex- 
preſſe word of God, as they haue 
beene alwaies accovated 1n 
the beft ages of the 
Church, 
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